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Ordinance 17938

Proposed No.2014-0437.1 Sponsors Upthegrove

AN ORDINANCE relating to the imposition of a natural

resource conservation rate and charge in the King

Conservation District and authorizing the executive to enter

into an interlocal agreement between King County and the

King Conservation District.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COI.]NTY:

SECTION 1. Findings:

A. The King Conservation District is a governmental subdivision of the state of

Washington, organized under chapter 89.08 RCW to protect and conserve natural

resources throughout King County except within the boundaries of the incorporated cities

of Enumclaw, Federal Way, Milton, Pacific and Skykomish.

B. RCW 89.08.405 authorizes a county legislative authority to approve by

resolution revenues to a conservation district by fixing a system ofrates and charges to

fund conservation district activities and programs to conselve natural resources..

C. The King Conservation District provides the benefits of resource practices,

programs and projects authorized by chapter 89.08 RCW available to all land owners or

land occupiers within the district including but not limited to: soil conservation;

measures to address property compliance with federal, state and local laws and

regulations, including Clean Water Act standards and Endangered Species Act
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Ordinance 17938

20 requirements; aquatic and upland habitat protection and restoration, including technical

2t assistance; National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit supporl; educational

22 and demonstration projects; water quality monitoring; rain garden programs; invasive

23 species programs; assistance relating to stewardship of working lands, such as

24 agricultural and forest lands; assistance to farmers; assistance to county and municipal

25 departments with water quality coordination and protections; coordination of

26 intergovernmental partnerships to carry out joint projects, including the development and

27 implementation of water quality and habitat protection projects; cost-sharing funding for

28 sensitive area best management practices implementation; and other such natural resource

29 conservation activities as provided for in chapter 89.08 RCW.

30 D. The declaration of legislative intent in establishment of conservation districts

31 in RCV/ 89.08.010 is incorporated in this ordinance, notably the Washington state

32 Legislature's acknowledgement that "there is a pressing need for the conservation of

33 renewable resoutces in all areas of the state, whether urban, suburban, or rural, and that

34 the benefits of resource practices, programs, and projects, as carried out by the state

3s conservation commission and by the conservation districts, should be available to all such

36 areas; therefore, it is hereby declared to be the policy ofthe legislature to provide for the

37 conservation of the renewable resources of this state, and for the control and prevention

38 of soil erosion, and for the prevention of flood water and sediment damages, and for

39 fuithering agricultural and nonagricultural phases of conservation, development,

40 utilization, and disposal of water, and thereby to preserve natural resources, control

4L floods, prevent impairment of dams and reservoirs, assist in maintaining the navigability
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42 of rivers and harbors, preserve wildlife, protect the tax base, protect public lands, and

43 protect and promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the people of this state."

44 E. King County and the King Conservation District are authorized under chapter

45 39.34 RCW, the Interlocal Cooperation Act, and RCW 89.08.341 to enter into interlocal

46 agreements for the purpose of engaging in cooperative efforts to promote, facilitate and

47 undertake programs and activities relating to the conservation of natural resources and to

48 keep, according to RCV/ 89.08.341, "...local agencies fully informed concerning the

49 status and progress of the preparation of their resource conservation programs and plans."

50 F. The county and the district have historically expressed their cooperative

51 relationship through use of these interlocal agreements which have described the

52 processes and mechanisms by which they were to carry out their respective roles.

53 G. In response to the provisions in an interlocal agreement between King County

54 and the King Conservation District, dated December 77 ,2012, and authorizedby

55 Ordinance 17414, a multijurisdictional task force was created to investigate the

56 availability of conservation and natural resource programs and services in King County,

57 to identify the needs within King County for such services and programs and to identify

58 actual and prospective sources of funding to meet such needs.

59 H. On April 1, 2013, the county and the district, through a memolandum of

60 understanding, agreed on a process and approach to implementing the terms of the ILA

61 and specified that by no later than December 31,2073, the multiiurisdictional task force

62 would forward a common set of recommendations to the district board of supervisors and

63 the county council.
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64 I. To provide guidance to the task force in meeting the mandates of the ILA, in

65 2013 a conservation panel comprised of local elected officials within the district, was

66 convened by the county and the district. A task force, comprised of staff level

67 representatives from all ofthe organizations represented on the conservation panel and

68 landowner, nonprofit and other stakeholder representatives, assisted the conservation

69 panel in its policy and programmatic and recommendations.

70 J. Between April 8, 2013, and October 23,2013, the conservation panel met four

71" times and its task force eight times, including three joint meetings of both bodies, and on

72 December 26,2013, the district and the county executive transmitted the final

73 conservation panel and task force report and recommendations to the county council.

74 K. A key recommendation in the report was that in January 2014 the King

75 Conservation District convene a reconstituted advisory committee to complete the tasks

76 initiated as part of the 2013 conservation panel and task force process and work with the

77 advisory committee on a routine basis in arriving at an annual program of work and

78 budget. The report also contained recommendations regarding current and future

79 program opportunities currently unfunded or underfunded to address:

80 1. Rural small lot and urban forest canopy;

81 2. Rural farmer plans;

82 3. Urban agriculture;

83 4. Expanded landowner incentive program;

84 5. Shoreline education; and

85 6. Regional food system.
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L. The district convened the reconstituted advisory committee, which first met on

March 3,2014, and determined that its first order of business would be to review the

district proposed ptogram of work for 201 5 and the associated system of rates and

charges necessary to implement the conservation programs and service.

M. The advisory committee met five times and an executive committee of the

advisory committee met three times between March 3 and July 23,2074,1o evaluate and

provide input on the King Conservation District program of work for 201 5 and system of

rates and charges, and on July 23,2074, voted to support the King Conservation District's

program of work 2015, Exhibit A to Attachment A to this ordinance.

N. On July 23,2014, during the discussion of the district's proposed system of

rates and charges and proposed2015 program of work, an advisory committee member

noted that the King Conservation District had at earlier meetings projected a significant

rate reserve in the first year ofthe new rates and charges structure and requested that any

unallocated rate revenue be allocated to the district'sjurisdictional grants program for

member jurisdictions on a pro-rata basis. The advisory committee recommended that this

request be addressed as the district and the advisory committee work together on an

implementation plan for the 2015 program of work and rates and charges budget.

O. On July 28, 2014, the district board of supervisors met and ratified the

recommendation of the advisory committee by adopting Resolution No. 14-004, which

proposed a system of rates and charges to King County for five years. The board of

supervisors also adopted Resolution No. 14-003, which approved the2015 proposed

annual program of work and the rates and charges appropriations budget. The 2015

annual program of work and budget reflected the six areas of programs recommended in
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the conservation panel/task force report, as identified in subsection K. above, and as

recommended by the advisory committee.

P. On July 28, 2014, the district transmitted to the county council and executive

the proposed system of rates and charges, the 2015 annual program of work and the 2015

rates and charges appropriations budget.

Q. District Resolution No. 14-004, in proposing a system of rates and charges,

references and utilizes arale structure study done by FCS Group, described in the

resolution as a financial consulting firm that provides economic, public finance, financial,

which includes rates, charges and fees, and management consulting services to public

sector entities throughout the country, including city and county goveÍnments, utilities,

ports, special purpose districts and state agencies. The King Conservation district Rate

Study Report (FCS Group, July 2014), Exhibit B to Attachment A to this ordinance,

allocates the costs ofdistrict services to various classes ofproperty, and the district board

of supervisors considered the discretionary factors provided for in RCW 89.08.405 and

found seven classes of property to be appropriate: residential, commercial, agricultural,

institutional/publ i c, op en spac e, v acantl undeveloped and fore sted.

R. In Resolution No. 14-004, the district board of supervisors found that it is

appropriate to assign weighting factors to each class of properly that reflect distinctions

among those properties relating to the services and/or benefits received, to be received or

available. The weighting factors included services andlor benefits received, to be

received or available that are insignificant or immeasurable to certain property; services

andlor benefits received, to be received or available to classes of property to a lesser

degree; and services and/or benefìts received, to be received or available that more fully

6
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L32 support property (compared to other classes of property). The board found that for land

133 classified as forested, the cost to administer a rate program for this class appeared to

t34 outweigh the likely revenues under the formula set out in RCW 89.08.405(4), and thus

135 exempted such land from being charged under the system of rates and charges.

136 S. Forested lands under RCW 89.08.405 may not be charged on a per parcel

1,37 basis, and they may be charged on a per acre basis only if the proposed system of rates

138 and charges includes a per acre charge for non-forested classes ofproperty. Since the

139 proposed system ofrates and charges does not include a per acre charge for non-forested

140 classes ofproperly, forested lands are not charged on a per acre basis, and thus receive no

L4L charge. The King Conservation District considered a per acre charge for the six other

L42 classes of property, but determined that a per acre charge could result in miscalculations

1,43 and confusion among ratepayers and determined that at this time such a charge was not

L44 appropriate.

1,45 T. While forested lands are not charged under the FCS Rate Study Reporl, the

l46 lands of ratepayers adjacent to and in the vicinity of forested lands do receive multiple

r47 benefits fi'om the presence of forests, including cleaner air, preserved wildlife habitat, and

L48 reduced stormwater impacts due to forest absorption and evapotranspiration of rainwater,

L49 and so receive benefits and burden ofßets from the activities and programs of the King

L50 Conservation District that improve the management of nearby forests.

151 U. In Resolution No. 14-004, the following rates are proposed by the King

rs2 Conservation District board of supervisors for a five year period: agricultural land, ten

153 dollars per parcel per year; residential land, nine dollars and forty-five cents per parcel

L54 per year; institutional or public land, nine dollars and twenty-five cents per parcel per
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i.55 year; commercial land, nine dollars and twenty-three cents per parcel per year; open

156 space land, eight dollars and ninety three cents per parcel per year; vacant or undeveloped

1.s7 land, seven dollars and seventy cents per parcel per year; with the following lands

158 exempted from such charges: forested parcels and parcels owned by federally recognized

159 Native American tribes or members of such tribes that are located within the historical

160 boundaries of a reservation. In the Resolution, the King Conservation District defined

1,6I each of the seven classes based on the King County assessor's property classifications.

162 V. In accordance with RCW 89.08.405, the county legislative authority in

163 approving a system of rates and charges may in its discretion consider the information

164 provided by a conservation district in proposing a system of rates and charges. The King

165 Conservation District provided such information in its 2015 annual program of work and

1.66 budget, and Resolution No. 14-004, which describes the information the board of

:.67 supervisors considered in proposing a system ofrates and charges, including but not

168 limited to, services furnished, to be furnished or available to the landowner; benefits

1"69 received, to be received or available to the property; land use categories in the district;

t7o and the impacts of proposed programs on categories of lands, including burdens offset

171. and benefits received both directly and indirectly. The district also provided to King

I72 County the FCS Group Rate Study Report, which the district participated in, that created

173 the rate structure and supporling analysis that provided for different rates by land use,

I74 based on benefits, programs and services received, to be received or to be available from

r75 each proposed district program in the 2015 annual program of work.

176 W. The classes proposed by the district are based on property use, and among the

r77 different classes there are sufficient differences in services andlor benefits received, to be
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received, or available from the district's programs and activities, to establish a rational

basis for the different classes.

X. Those properties located within the jurisdictions in King County that are not

within the King Conservation District may receive some small incidental benef,rt from the

activities of the district but the owners of such properties do not have direct access to

conservation programs and services provided as a result of the revenues derived from the

system of rates and charges. In contrast, member jurisdictions may receive conservation

district grant funds and participate in budget and policy discussions through membership

on the reconstituted advisory committee.

Y. RCV/ 89.08.220(4) authorizes the King Conservation District to cooperate and

enter into agreements with, and within the limits of appropriations made available to it, to

furnish financial or other aid to any agency, government or otherwise, or any occupier of

land within the district in the carrying on of preventative and control measures and works

of improvement for the conservation of renewable natural resources within the district.

Z. The King Conservation District under RCW 89.08.220(1) is authorized to

engage in investigation and research that relates to the conservation of renewable natural

resources provided that, in order to avoid duplication ofresearch activities, any research

is done in cooperation with state government and agencies of the state and the United

States and agencies of the United States.

AA. The county and the King Conservation District continue to share a mutual

goal of providing a stable and predictable source of funding for the district's conservation

programs, and local jurisdictions' natural resource conservation programs and activities,

so that the district, the county and member jurisdictions and other stakeholders can

9
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implement long-range plans for natural resource conservation. The attached interlocal

agreement, Attachment A to this ordinance, provides for such stability and predictability

as to funding needs.

BB. The attached interlocal agreement also provides a framework for the county

and the district to continue to cooperatively undertake and fund natural resource

conservation programs, projects and activities that are consistent with and reflective of

the priorities recommended by the conservation panel/task force report and by the

advisory committee.

CC. For the purposes set forth in chapter 89.08 RCW, the public interest is served

by the approval of a system of rates and charges for the King Conservation District in

accordance with this ordinance, with parcels owned by federally recognized tribes or

members of such tribes that are located within the historical boundaries of a reservation

being exempted from charge. All lands within the boundaries of the King Conservation

District have derived and will continue to derive benefits both directly and indirectly and

burden offsets both directly and indirectly from the natural resource conservation projects

and programs of the district.

DD. The conservation activities funded by this ordinance consist of those

projects, programs and activities that are more fully described in the attached proposed

interlocal agreement, and they meet the purposes of RCW 89.08.010 as described in

subsection D. of this section to improve the quality of water and the conservation of

natural resources in the district and to assist landowners in the district to comply with

laws and regulations that protect the quality of the county's water and natural resources.

In fulfilling these purposes, the district furnishes and makes available services to

10
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224 landowners and benefits to properties, and offsets burdens caused by uses oflands so as

225 to protect and preserve renewable natural resources, thereby promoting the health, safety

226 and general welfare of the landowners within the district

227 EE. In accordance with RCV/ 89.08.405(5), the district board of supervisors has

228 established by Resolution 14-005 a process providing for landowner appeals of the

229 individual rates and charges as applicable to a parcel or parcels. The district is

230 encouraged through the appeal process to consider including the status of low income

23L senior citizen, and low income disabled person as bases for reducing or eliminating the

232 charge that would otherwise be imposed on parcels owned by such persons.

233 FF. The proposed interlocal agreement between the King Conservation District

234 and King County specifìes the use of rates and charges expenditures for identified natural

235 resource conservation programs and activities. These programs and activities identified

236 in the interlocal agreement and funded by rates and charges as authorized herein will

237 furnish and make available services to landowners and benefits to properties, and offset

238 burdens caused by uses of land, so as to promote the health, safety and general welfare of

239 the people and properties within the district and thereby serve the public interest.

240 Programs and activities provided with rates and charges revenues as allocated in the

24L proposed interlocal agreement satisfy RCW 89.08.405 for each of the five years of the

242 collection ofthe rates and charges.

243 GG. The imposition of the system of rates and charges proposed by the King

244 Conservation District constitutes an exercise of King County's police power, as it protects

24s and preserves renewable natural resources, thereby promoting the public interest, health,

246 safety and general welfare of the properties and properly owners within the district.

1.1.
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SECTION 2. A natural resource conservation rate and charge is hereby approved

for collection effective January I,2015, through December 37,2019, and imposed on

each parcel of real property within the King Conservation District for the district as

follows: agricultural lands, ten dollars per parcel per year; residential lands, nine dollars

and forty-five cents per parcel per year; institutional or public lands, nine dollars and

twenty-five cents per parcel per year; commercial lands, nine dollars and twenty-three

cents per parcel per year; open space lands, eight dollars and ninety-three cents per parcel

per year; vacant or undeveloped lands, seven dollars and seventy cents per parcel per

year; and forested lands, zero dollars and zero cents per parcel per year; with the

following lands exempted from such charges: lands owned by federally recognized

Native American tribes or members of such tribes that are located within the historical

boundaries of a reservation. The use of revenues from this system of rates and charges is

subject to the terms of the proposed interlocal agreement between the King Conservation

District and King County, Attachment A to this ordinance, which may be amended upon

mutual agreement of the county and the district. In approving this system of rates and

charges, the county in the exercise of its police powers is authorizing the use of revenues

by the district to protect and preserve renewable natural resources, thereby paying for and

regulating the services provided, paying for and regulating the burdens on natural

resources that landowners have created and promoting the health, safety and general

welfare of the people and properties within the district. This system of rates and charges

for any year may be modified or repealed by ordinance on or before December 31 of the

preceding year.
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SECTION 3. The amount of the rate and charge shall constitute a lien against any

property for which the rate and charge has not been paid by the date it is due. A notice of

lien shall be sent to each owner of the property.

SECTION 4. In accordance with RCV/ 89.08.405(5), the district board of

supervisors has established by Resolution 14-005 a process providing for landowner

appeals ofthe individual rates and charges as applicable to a parcel or parcels and

providing that any such appeal must be filed by the landowner with the district no later

than twenty-one days after the date property taxes are due. The decision of the district's

board ofsupervisors regarding any appeal shall be final and conclusive.

SECTION 5. The King County executive is hereby authorized to enter into an

interlocal agreement with the King Conservation District, substantially in the form of

Attachment A to this ordinance, that establishes the roles and responsibilities of the

county and the district in cooperatively undertaking natural resource conservation

programs, projects and activities under funding obtained through a system of rates and

charges.

S N6. By December 3I,2074,the King County executive shall file with

the clerk of the council a fully executed original of the interlocal agreement, substantially

in the same form as Attachment A to this ordinance. If the executive fails to timely file

the original of the fully executed interlocal agreement, this ordinance shall be null and

void and the rates and charges provided for in this ordinance shall not be collected. If

either party to the interlocal agreement terminates the agreement, the rates and charges

provided for in this ordinance shall not be collected for the calendar year or years

following the termination.
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292 SECTION 7. AII provisions of this ordinance are necessary to accomplish the

293 intent ofthe county in approving the natural resource rates and charges for the duration of

294 time from January I,2015, through December 31,2019, and are not severable from each

295

296

297

298

299

300

301

302

other. If any provision of this ordinance is declared by a final court order to be invalid,

all provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be of no force or effect and the natural

resource system ofrates and charges authorized in this ordinance shall not be collected,

or if collected, shall be retumed to the office of the King County treasurer, who shall hold

the moneys until further instruction by the court, or in the absence of such an instruction,

upon the terms provided for in the interlocal agreement, Attachment A to this ordinance

SECTION 8. This ordinance is enacted under the county's police po\iler

authority, including Article XI, Section 11 of the Washington state Constitution and

1.4
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303 RCW 36.32.120, and its contracting authority, including under chapter 89.08 RCW and

304 Section 120 of the King County Charter

30s

Ordinance 17938 was introduced on IIl3l20l4 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council onllll712014, by the following vote:

Yes:'8 - Mr. Phillips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Hague,
Ms. Lambert, Mr. McDermott, Mr. Dembowski and Mr. Upthegrove
No: 0

Excused:1-Mr.Dunn

Phillips,
ATTEST:

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council
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Dow Constantine, County Executive

Attachments: A. Interlocal Agreement Between King County and the King Conservation District
Relating to Natural Resource Conservation
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Attachment A

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN
KING COUNTY A.ND THE KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RBLATING TO NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by and between King County, a political subdivision
of the State of Washington (hereinafter referred to as the "County"), and the King Conservation
District, a governmental subdivision of the state of Washington organized under Chapter 89.08
RCW (hereinafter referred to as the "District" or as the "KCD").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 39.34 RCW (Interlocal Cooperation Act) and RCW
89.08.341, the County and the District are authorized to enter into this Agreement for the
purpose of engaging in cooperative efforts to promote, facilitate and undertake programs and

activities relating to the conservation ofnatural resources; and

WHEREAS, the District was established in 1949 pursuant to Chapter 89.08 RCW with
the purpose and authority to undertake programs and activities to protect and conserve natural
resources throughout those portions of King County that are within the District; and

WHEREAS, since its inception the District has developed an expertise in the
management of soil, water and natural resources to protect and conserve the environment and

local economies and the District has earned a reputation among landowners as an organization
that understands and appreciates their needs; and

WHEREAS, the District's relationship with the Natural Resources Conservation Service
of the United States Departrnent of Agriculture and other federal and state agencies strenglhens
its ability to preserve and protect natural resources in King County through access to federal and

state funded programs; and

WHEREAS, the District is authorized to plan and administer activities that affect the best
use and conservation of renewable natural resources in such areas as fanning, forestry, watershed
stabilization and prevention and reduction of erosion and stormwater, protection of fish and

wildlife, prevention and reduction of pollution to surface waters and habitat restoration, and to
work in coordination with local agencies to avoid duplication of effort; and

WHEREAS, the County has an interest in protecting the quality of its soils and water to
enhance human health and the health of its watersheds including aquatic and riparian habitats,
and is obligated under its National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit to do so; and

WHEREAS, RCW 89.08.405 authorizes the County's legislative authority to approve by
resolution revenues to the District by fixing a system of rates and charges to fund District
activities and programs to conserve natural resources, and thereby promote the public health,
safety, and welfare of the people and their properties within the District; and
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WHEREAS, the County's Zoning Code provides for King County landowners to work
with the District to bring agricultural practices into cornpliance with water quality and critical
area standards and to assist fanners in developing farm plans that promote flexibility for water

way buffer areas, and soil and water resource conservation practices; and

WHEREAS, the County has a variety of programs and regulations that relate to farm
practices and the preservation of natural resources that are best implernented in cooperation and

coordination with the District; and

WHEREAS, RCW 89.05.220(4) authorizes the District to cooperate and enter into
agreements with, and within the limits of funding available to it, to furnish financial or other aid

to any agency, government or otherwise, or any occupier of land within the District in the

carrying on of preventative and control measures and works of improvement for the conservation

of renewable natural resources within the District, subject to such conditions that the District's
Board of Supervisors may deem necessary to advance the purposes of Chapter 89.08 RCW; and

WHEREAS, the District has helped to fund, on an annual basis, critical natural resource

conservation programs and activities of the jurisdictions within the District ("Member
Jurisdictions"); and

WHEREAS, the District works with private landowners on a voluntary basis to educate

and support the voluntary implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) on private

lands; and

WHEREAS, such programmatic efforts are known to be critical to the success of natural

resource conservation programs and are congruent with the District's mission and statutory

mandate; and

WHEREAS, the County and the District continue to share a mutual goal of providing a

stable and predictable source of funding for the District's conservation programs, and the

Member Jurisdictions' natural resource conservation programs and activities that are consistent
with the District's statutory purposes, so that the District, the County, Member Jurisdictions, and

other stakeholders can implement long-range plans for natural resource conservation; and

WHEREAS, the interlocal agreement authorized by King County Ordinance 17474

provided for the creation of a multi-jurisdictional task force to investigate the availability of
conservation and natural resource programs and services in King County; identify the needs

within the county for such services and programs; and identify actual and prospective sources of
funding to meet such needs; and

WHEREAS, on April 1,2073, the County and the District, through a Memorandum of
Agreement, agreed on a process and approach to implementing Ordinance 77474, and specifìed

that by no later than December 31 ,2073, the multi-jurisdictional task force would forward a

common set of recommendations to the KCD Board of Supervisors and the King County
Council;and

-2-
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WHEREAS, the County and the District in2013 acted as the co-convenors of a
conservation panel charged with meeting the mandate of Ordinance 17474, comprised of local
elected officials within the District ("Conservation Panel"); and

WHEREAS, the Conservation Panel was supported by a task force ("Task Force")
comprised of staff level representatives from all of the organizations represented on the
Conservation Panel and landowner, non-profit, and other stakeholder representatives; and

WHEREAS, between April 8, 2013 and October 23,2073, the Conservation Panelmet
four times and its Task Force eight times, including three joint meetings of both bodies; and

WHEREAS, on December 26,2013,the KCD/King County Executive transmitted the
final Conservation Panel/Task Force report and recommendations to the County Council; and

WHEREAS, a key recommendation in the report was that in January 2014 the KCD
convene a reconstituted advisory committee to complete the tasks initiated as paft of the 2013
Conservation Panel/Task Force process ("Advisory Committee") and work with the Advisory
Committee on a routine basis in arriving at an annual work program and budget; and

WHEREAS, the District did convene a reconstituted Advisory Comrnittee, which first
met on March 3,2014; and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Committee detennined that its first order of business would be

to review the KCD proposed program of work for 201 5 and the associated system of rates and

charges necessary to implement the conservation programs and services; and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Committee met five times and an executive committee of the
Advisory Committee met three times between March 3 and July 23,2014, to evaluate and
provide input on the KCD program of work for 2015 and system of rates and charges; and

WHEREAS on July 23,2014, the Advisory Committee voted to support the KCD
proposed Annual Program of Work and rates and charges, (as further defined herein); and

WHEREAS, on July 28,2014, the KCD Board of Supervisors met and ratified the
recommendation of the Advisory Committee, and transmitted the 2015 Annual Program of Work
and Rates and Charges Budget, Exhibit A, and the proposed system of rates and charges to the
County Executive and Council; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 89.08.405 the County has the authority to impose a
system of rates and charges on lands within the District for up to ten years to fund the District's
conservation programs and activities; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405 the District has
proposed a system of rates and charges to be imposed for a five year period and has filed a
proposed Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Appropriations Budget with the
County for fiscal year 2075; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 89.08.405, the District in proposing the system of rates

and charges to the County, may consider: (a) services furnished, to be furnished, or available to
the landowner; (b) benefits received, to be received, or available to the property; (c) the character
and use of land; (d) the nonprofit public benefit status, as defìned in RCW 24.03.490, of the land
user; (e) the income level of persons served or provided benefits under this chapter, including
senior citizens and disabled persons; or (f) any other matters that present a reasonable difference
as a ground for distinction; and

WHEREAS, the system of rates and charges proposed by the District was developed
following an extensive rate study for the District by FCS Group, an independent fìnancial
consulting firm that provides economic, public finance, management consulting and fìnancial
(rates, charges, and fees) services to public sector entities throughout the country, including city
and county governments, utilities, municipal corporations and ports, special purpose districts and

state agencies; and

WHEREAS, the FCS Group evaluated the services provided by the District and has

developed a rate structure as part of the King Conservation District Rate Study Report (FCS

Group, 2014) Exhibit B that allocates the costs of the District programs and services to classes

of property within the District based on benefits received by the properties, both direct and

indirect; and

WHEREAS, while forested lands used solely for the planting, growing, or harvesting of
trees are not charged under the FCS Rate Study, ratepayers adjacent to and in the vicinity of
forested lands do receive multiple benefits from the presence of forests, including cleaner air,
preserved wildlife habitat, and reduced stormwater impacts due to forest absorption and

evapotranspiration of rainwater, and so receive benefits and burden offsets from the activities
and programs of the District that improve the management of nearby forests; and

WHEREAS, the District has reviewed the FCS Rate Study and desires to utilize the
system of rates and charges recommended by the Study, as demonstrated by the District's
adoption of Resolution l4-004; and

WHEREAS, the system of rates and charges, the Annual Program of Work, and the Rates
and Charges Appropriations Budget ("Rates and Charges Budget") for the program were
developed by the District with substantial input from the Advisory Committee established under
the authority of King County Ordinance 17474 and the interlocal agreement executed by the
County and the District pursuant to that ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the County through its representatives has participated in the Advisory
Committee deliberations regarding the system of rates and charges and the annualprogram of
work and budget; and

WHEREAS, the County, consistent with RCW 89.08.405, has considered the information
provided by the District, including the FCS Group's Rate Study, the proposed system of rates

and charges, the 2015 AnnualProgram of Work and the Rates and Charges Budget, and the
recommendations of the Advisory Committee; and
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WHEREAS, in Ordinance the County has found that the public
interest, health, safety and welfare will be served by the imposition of the system of rates and
charges for a five year period to fund the District's conservation prograrns and activities pursuant

to the requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405; and

WHEREAS, the County, the District, the Member Jurisdictions, and other stakeholders
desire to work cooperatively on natural resource conservation efforts, including projects and

activities to conserve soils, to improve the quality of water in the District, to protect natural
resources, and to assist landowners in the District to comply with laws and regulations that
protect the quality of the soil, water, and resources within the District; and

WHEREAS, the District's programs and activities provide burden offsets to the many
forms of damages that occur to natural resources, and also provide numerous benefìts, including
the conferral ofgrants, educational workshops, and technical assistance to the properties and
property owners within the District, which burden ofßets and benefits are not available to the
properties and property owners in jurisdictions outside the District;and

WHEREAS, the District recognizes the need to formulate its future Annual Programs of
Work and Rates and Charges Budgets in cooperation with the Advisory Committee, and is
willing to commit to seeking input on a timely basis frorn the Advisory Committee as it develops
such Work Programs and Budgets; and

WHEREAS, the District recognizes that in proposing a system of rates and charges to the
County for a five year period, the County needs to be kept informed of the future Annual
Programs of Work and Rates and Charges Budgets for those years beyon d 2015, in order for the
County to be assured that the District's conservation programs and activities funded each year by
the imposed rates and charges continue to be in the public interest, and promote public health,

safety and welfare; and

WHEREAS, the District is willing to commit to providing the County Executive and

County Council a copy of its future Annual Programs of Work and Rates and Charges Budgets,
in a format similar to the 2015 Prograrn of Work and Rates and Charges Budget, by September 1

of the preceding year for each future Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget
during the tenn of this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement provides for cooperative effofts on the part of the County
and the District to fund the District's conservation programs and activities, and to promote and

fulfillthe legislative declaration and determinations contained in RCW 89.08.010; and

WHEREAS, in fixing the system of rates and charges proposed by the District, the King
County Council has authorized the use of such revenues by the District to protect and preserve

renewable natural resources, thereby promoting the public interest, health, safety and general

welfare of the people and properties within the District.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutualpromises, benefits and covenants
contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:
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I. PURPOSE OF AGREEMENT:

A. The recitals set forth above are incorporated herein by this reference.

B. The purpose of this Agreement is to set forth the agreed upon tenns under which the
District will plan and undertake its programs and activities relating to the protection and
conservation of naturalresources and will keep the County infonned of such planñing and
undertaken efforts.

II. DEFINITIONS:

A. "Annual Program of Work" means a detailed statement or description of the
conservation prograrns and activities to be undeftaken by the District for a particular calendar
year using a system of rates and charges authorized and imposed by the County for the benefit of
the District pursuant to the requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405. An Annual Program of
Work will include a budget, broken out by major activities, identifuing the anticipated
expenditure of the rates and charges for the District's conservation programs and activities
described in the Annual Program of Work. An Annual Program of Work for each of the years
subject to this Agreement shall be submitted to the King County Council by the District on or
before September I of each year for the following year's activities and programs.

B. "Advisory Cornmittee" means a committee consisting of representatives of the District
and key stakeholder groups, including representatives of the County, Member Jurisdictions and
other interested parties, that will be asked by the District to review and make recommendations
to the Board of Supervisors on the District's Annual Programs of Work and Rates and Charges
Budgets during the term of the system of rates and charges. The purpose of the Advisory
Cornmittee is to foster a greater understanding of the programs and services provided by the
District, and to identify conservation programs that may be undertaken by the District through
the use of funds derived through the District's approved system of rates and charges.

C. "Rates and Charges Budget" means a budget, broken out by major activities, that
describes the District's projected expenditure of the rates and charges for the District's programs,
and activities for a calendar year subject to this Agreement.

III RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PARTIES

A. THE DISTRICT

1. Annual Prosram of Work and Rates and Charses Budset: Attached to this
Agreement as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference, is the District's 2015 Annual
Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget. The County and the District agree that this
Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget are in the public interest and promote
the public health, safety and welfare of the citizens of King County who own or occupy
properties within the District. The District commits to implementing this Annual Program of
Work and Rates and Charges Budget for the year 2075. The 2015 Program of Work and Rates
and Charges Budget reflect six program areas as areas offocus both for funding and level of
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effoft. These six program areas were identified as priority focus areas for the District's programs
and activities during the yearlong Task Force process, undertaken in accordance with the terms
of King County Ordinance 17474 and the interlocal agreement executed by the County and the
District pursuant to that ordinance. The District agrees that in developing and implementing its
future Annual Programs of Work and Rates and Charges Budgets under the five year system of
rates and charges imposed by the County, these priority focus areas will be retained and will
reflect budget commitments similar to those levels contained in the 2015 Annual Program of
Work and Rates and Charges Budget. As evidenced by the 2015 Annual Program and Rates and

Charges Budget, the District will continue to promote the development of sound agriculture
economic development policy and to extend small farm support, and general farm marketing
support.

2. Previously Collected Funds: The District agrees to use any funds collected by or
for the benefit of the District in connection with a previously adopted system of assessments or
system of rates and charges in accordance with the terms of the applicable interlocal agreements
entered into between the District and the County.

3. Member Jurisdiction Grants & Services Prosram: During the term of this
Agreement, the District will fund and adrninister a grant program for the benefit of its Member
Jurisdictions in accordance with the frnancial commitment in the Rates and Charges Budget for
the year 2015. For each year thereafter, the Member Jurisdiction grant program will reflect 2015
funding levels. The District's Member Jurisdiction grant program will fund projects and
programs within a given jurisdiction in accordance with the streamlined grant application and

award process developed by a subcommittee of the Task Force. Each Mernber Jurisdiction shall
be eligible to apply for and receive grant funds in the years subject to the system of rates and

charges, on a non-competitive, pro rata basis that is consistent with historical allocations in the
years 2013-2014 and the financial commitment in the 2015 Annual Program of Work and Rates
and Charges Budget or, at the Member Jurisdiction's option, services in lieu of such grant funds.
In the event that a Member Jurisdiction has not spent the grant funds available to it within three
(3) years following the date such rates and charges were collected by the District and available
for award, after 180-days' prior written notice from District to the Member Jurisdiction, the
District may reallocate the unused funds to other District programs. In the interests of efficiency
and obtaining the maximum benefits f¡om these grant funds, the District agrees that two or more
Member Jurisdictions may pool resources in any one year for projects consistent with the
District's statutory purposes and the District's adopted grant policies and procedures, and to fund
such projects on a rotating basis within the group of Member Jurisdictions participating in the
pooling arrangement.

4. Work with the Advisor), Committee:

a. The District shall convene the Advisory Committee consistent with the
recommendations of the 2013 Conservation Panel/Task Force report. The Advisory
Committee composition shall reflect the District's commitment to private landowners and

to programmatic efforts, and include a number of representatives from the incorporated
member jurisdictions. Such representation shall include, af a minimum (those selected by
the KCD or the County are so identified by the text in the parentheses): the KCD Board
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Chair, a representative of the King County executive branch, a representative of the King
County legislative branch, a representative of a governmental or non-governmental
organization that specially promotes equity and social justice (to be appointed by the
County Executive and confirmed by the County Council), a representative of the City of
Seattle, a representative of the City of Bellevue, three elected officials from other King
County cities (selected by the Sound Cities Association), a rural landowner (selected by
KCD), an urban landowner (selected by KCD), a representative from the King County
Agriculture Comrnission, a representative from the King County Rural Forest
Comm ission, and an Environmental Non-Governrnental Or ganization (NGO)
representative (selected by KCD).

b. The Advisory Committee shall meet no less than four times per year, and
may form sub-committees or meet more often as may be deemed necessary and
appropriate by the Committee.

c. The District agrees that it will cooperatively work with the Advisory
Committee in every respect, but particularly in developing the Annual Program of Work
and Rates and Charges Budget. The District will seek input from the Advisory
Committee on a tirnely basis and provide the members with information and analysis they
reasonably request, in advance of providing a final version of the Annual Program of
Work and Rates and Charges Budget to the County Council and Executive by no later
than September 1 , of each year, for the followin g year.

d. The Advisory Committee shall advise the District on the Annual Program
of Work and Rates and Charges Budget, and shall provide the District Board of
Supervisors with a recommendation annually. Furthermore, the Advisory Committee
shall also brief the King County Council on the Committee's findings and
recommendations with respect to the Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges
Budget annually, by no later than August l, of each year.

e. The Advisory Committee shall advise the District on implernentation of
the new programs identified in the 2015 AnnualProgram of Work, and shall assist the
KCD in developing eligibility criteria for the Local Food Economy grant program, and
any other new grant programs contemplated by the KCD as part of the implementation of
the 2015 and subsequent AnnualPrograms of Work.

f. The Advisory Committee shall provide input annually into the District's
protocols and procedures for applying for and receiving Member Jurisdiction grants.

g. The Advisory Committee, as an advisory body 1o the District, may make
recommendations to the District on matters beyond those identified explicitly in this
Agreement, at the Committee's discretion.
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5. Reports

The District shall provide by no later than September I of each year, copies of its Annual
Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget to King County. The District shall also
provide annual reports at this tirne, detailing work completed the prior year. The annual repofts
shall describe progress achieved towards work plan goals and report any barriers towards
achieving work plan goals. The Annual Prograrn of Work, the Rates and Charges Budget and

the annual reports shall be filed with the clerk of the council for distribution to the chair of the
transportation, economy and environment committee, or its successor committee, to the
executive, to each councilmember and to the lead staff for the transportation, economy and

environment committee, or its successor committee.

6. Electoral Process:

The District, with input from the Advisory Committee, will work with the County as well as

with the Washington State Conservation Commission and the Washington Association of
Conservation Districts to address an electoral process for District supervisors that is more
reflective of voter participation in other County general elections.

B. THE COUNTY

1. Approval of System of Rates and Charses: The County has approved a system of
rates and charges for a five (5) year period for the benefit of the District in accordance with the
requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405, to fund the District's conservation programs and

activities as described in the 2015 Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget
attached as Exhibit A.

2. Review of Programs of Work and System of Rates and Charges: The rates and

charges for the remaining years beyond the first year of any multi-year approval of rates and

charges may be modified or repealed by the County if the County determines that the public
interest, health, safety or welfare is not being served by the work program activities funded by
rates and charges, which determination may include a finding that the activities do not provide an

adequate amount of burden offsets, or direct or indirect benefits sufficient to warrant the
continuation of the system of rates or charges. Any such modification or repeal shall only apply
prospectively, that is for the next year's Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget.

3. Authorized Collection Fees: The King County Treasurer is authorized to deduct one
percent ofthe funds collected, underthe system ofrates and charges approved bythe County,
to cover the costs incurred by the County Treasurer and County Assessor in spreading and
collecting the rates and charges; provided, however, that any portion of such amount in excess
of the actual costs of such work shall be transferred to the District to be used at the discretion
of the District.

4. Cooperation and Collaboration with the District: Any agency of the County that has

expertise which rnay be of use to the District will rnake a good faith effot to assist the District,
as requested and as resources allow. The Director of the Department of Natural Resources and
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Parks or the Director's designee shall constitute the ongoing point of contact to promote periodic
communications with the District. The District and the County will work to establish a process
that will provide for communications and discussions between the District Board of Supervisors
and the County Council. Fufther, tlie County and the District desire to work together in
collaboration, and the parties recognize that they each may have ongoing research programs,
which may be of benefit to each other. The District agrees, in order to avoid duplication of
research activities, that before undertaking any research project, it will consult with the County.
In the event that the research project is determined by the District and the County to be

duplicative, then it shall not be undertaken by the District through the use of funds derived from
the system ofrates and charges.

IV. MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS:

A. The parties agree to maintain accounts and records, including personnel, propefty,
financial and programmatic records and other such records as may be deerned necessary by
either party to ensure proper accounting for all funds expended frorn the District's system of rates

and charges. All such records shall sufficiently and properly reflect all direct and indirect costs
of any nature expended and services provided under this Agreement.

B. Records shall be maintained for a period of six (6) years after termination hereof
unless permission to destroy them is granted by the Office of the Archivist in accordance with
Chapter 40.14 RCW, or unless a longer retention period is required by law.

V. AUDITS AND EVALUATION

A. To the extent permitted by law, the records and documents of the parties hereto with
respect to all matters covered by this Agreement shall be subject to inspection, review, or audit
by the other party during the performance of this Agreement and for six (6) years after
termination hereof.

B. The parties will cooperate with each other in order to review and evaluate the
procedures used to authorize the system ofrates and charges and the services provided under this
Agreement. The parties will make available to each other all information reasonably required by
any such review and evaluation process. Provided, however, each party may require the other
party to submit a formal request for information in accordance with applicable internal policies
or law.

VI.

A. This Agreement shall become effective upon its signature by both the County and the
District, and shallterminate on December 37,2079, unless it is terminated at an earlier date
pursuant to Section VI B. of this Agreement.

B. This Agreement also shallterminate if:
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l The County repeals the District's system of rates and charges in accordance with
Section III.B.2, or

2. The District requests that the County repeal its system of rates and charges.

Notwithstanding any of these actions, any funds collected by or for the benefit of the
District based on a previously adopted system of assessments or system of rates or charges will
be used by the District in accordance with the previously submitted Annual Programs of Work,
Rates and Charges Budgets, and special assessment budgets.

C. In the event that a legal action is brought challenging the validity of the system of
rates and charges, and the County and District determine that such challenge warrants placing
some or all of then currently held District funds in a special escrow account to be held by the
District pending further legal action, the District agrees to place such amount of funds into the
special escrow account until the County and District mutually agree on their release and use.

VII. NONDISCRIMINATION:

Each party shall comply fully with applicable federal, state and local laws, ordinances,
executive orders and regulations, which prohibit discrimination.

VIII. DEFENSE AND INDEMNIFICATION:

A. The District agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its elected
officials, employees and agents, its appointed and elective officers and employees, from and

against all loss or expense, including, but not lirnited to, judgments, settlements, attorney's fees

and costs by reason of any and all claims and demands upon the County, its elected or appointed
officials or employees, arising out of any legal action challenging the validity of the system of
rates and charges imposed by Ordinance

B. The District agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its elected
officials, employees and agents, its appointed and elective officers and ernployees, from and

against all loss or expense, including, but not limited to, judgments, settlements, attorney's fees

and costs by reason of any and all claims and demands upon the County, its elected or appointed
officials or employees for damages because of personal or bodily injury, including death at any
time resulting therefrom, sustained by any person or persons and on account of damage to
property including loss of use thereof, whether such injury to persons or damage to property is
due to the negligence of the District, his/her subcontractors, its successor or assigns, or its or
their agent, servants, or employees, the County, its appointed or elected officers, employees or
their agents, except only such injury or damage as shall have been occasioned by the negligence
of the County, its appointed or elected officials or employees. With respect to the performance
of this Agreement and as to claims against the County, its officers, agent and employees, the
District expressly waives any immunity it may have under Washington's Industrial Insurance act,
RCW Title 51, for injuries to its employees and agrees that the obligations to defend, indernnify,
and hold harmless provided for in this Agreement extend to any clairn brought by or on behalf of
any ernployee of the District. The parties acknowledge that these provisions were specifically
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negotiated and agreed upon by them. The provisions of this Afticle VIII shall survive
termination of this Agreement.

IX. AMENDMENTS:

Amendments to the terms of this Agreement must be agreed to in writing by each party
and be approved by the legislative authority of the County and the District's Board of
Supervisors

X D

The parties hereto agree that this Agreement is a complete expression of the terms hereto
and any oral or written representations or understandings not incorporated herein are excluded.
Waiver of any default shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any subsequent default. Waiver of
breach of any provision of this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any other or
subsequent breach and shall not be construed to be a modification of the terms of the Agreement
unless stated to be such through written approval of the parties to this Agreement. Each party
shall carry out its duties under this Agreement in good faith and in accordance with legal
requirements.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the
day of 20t4

King Conservation District King County

Bill Knutsen
Chair, Board of Supervisors

Approved as to Form

District Legal Counsel

Dow Constantine
King County Executive

Approved as to Form

Deputy Prosecutin g Attorney
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Exhibit A

King Conservation District Program of Work 2015,
including Rates and Charges Appropriations Budget 2015
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Exhibit A

Throughout the second and third quarters of 2013, KCD co-convened with King County a

roundtable of local elected officials, senior stafl and rural landowners to examine the natural
resource challenges facing our region and the ways in which the conservatlon approach could
best support our one-of-a-kind regional mix of stakeholder needs and challenges. Named the
King Conversation District and King County Conservation Panel and Task Force, the rou ndtable
developed into a uniquely collaborative and productive process, ultimately resulting in a set of
recommendations aimed at resolving historical concerns about.KCD's operations and
exploring new or expanded programs KCD's partners believed would have broad and effective
impact on the neighborhoods and communities that fund and use the King Conservation
District.

|n2014, KCD convened a new Advisory Committee as part of its implementation of the TFICP

recommendations. Throughout the spring and summer, the Advisory Ccimmittee guided KCD

in developing this Program of Work for 2015. KCD is grateful to the members of the Advisory
Committee for their dedication and commitment in addressing our region's most urgent
natu ral resou rce challenges:

. Small Lot Rural Forestry and Urban Tree Canopy

¡ Sustainable Regional Food System

r RuralAgriculture
¡ Urban Agriculture
. Shoreline and Riparian Habitat

¡ Landowner lncentive Program

As well as the following programmatic tools to build and extend partnerships in addressing
these priorities:

Municipal Grant Program

Community Engagement

a
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Commissioner
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Representative
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Science & Policy Director

Futurewise
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All participants of the Conservation Panel and Task Force emphatically agreed that local food
and healthy rural working lands directly contrlbute to the quality of life in their communities
and that every community in the District deserves the opportunity to expand access to both
healthy local food and natural resources like trees to all their residents. Building upon the
recommendations of the roundtable, KCD has worked with its newly formed working Advisory

Committee and ad hoc focus groups of elected officials and other interested parties to
develop a more refined response to the recommendations.

It is hoped that this proposed Progrom of Work captures the direction of the KCD Advisory
Committee and addresses the priorities identified by the Advisory Committee to implement
the recommendations of the Task Force/Conservation Panel.
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How We Work

The King Conservation District takes an incentive-based approach to stewardship. We

provide landowners with technical assistance and incentives to adopt resource
conservation practices through a three-pronged approach:

. Education
¡ Site-specifictechnicalassistance
¡ Fínancial incentives, including grants, cost-share, and direct services

Private Lands in King County

There are more than 300,000 parcels in private ownership in King County. The
Conservation District's mission is to partner with private citizens to engage in
i ncentive-based prog rams that com plement reg ulatory principles.
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Resource Management Priorities

The King Conservation District's programs and services are organized by the following
Resou rce Management Priorities:

. Forest Health Management & Upland Habitat

. AgriculturalLands

. EconomicViability of Working Lands

. Aquatic Habitat (Freshwater & Marine)

. Water Quolity ond Quantity

KCD's 2015 Program of Work seeks to address needs across these resource management
priorities through program opportunity areas identified by the Conservation PanelÆask Force

and refined by the KCD Advisory Committee.

The King Conservation District was established in 1949 by the Washington Conservation
Commission to provide landowners with assistance to protect and enhance ndtural resources.
KCD serves 35 jurisdictions (34 cities and King County) with a combined population of 1.8

million. The District's m ission is "to promote the susta¡nable uses of natural resources through
respon si ble stewa rd sh ip."

More than 60 years after it was formed, increased urbanization, endangered salmon, loss of
forest cover, threats to the health of Puget Sound, increased challenges from stormwater and
flooding, and the need for a resilient, sustainable, and equitable food system make the King

Co n servati o n Dist ri ct's prog ra ms and services essentia l.

Conservation districts use an "incentive-based" approach to stewardship and employs a

service delivery model that is a 3-pronged approach to behavior change:

. Education to foster understanding of voluntary stewardship,
c Direct technical assistance and support services, and
. Financial incentives for londowner and community conservat¡on that benefit the public

co n se rvat i o n i ntere sts.

KCD collaborates with pr¡vate landowners, member jurisdictions and nonprofit organizations
to provide stewardship services. Because it is an independent, non-regulatory agency, KCD is

seen by many landowners as a trusted mentor and partner, providing education, technical
assistance, and financial incentives to help people implement measures to ¡mprove the
sustainability and productivity of their land.

I W

5lPage King Conservation District Program of Work



1 7938

The Conservation Panel and Task Force identified six priority Opportunities they asked the
King Conservation District and its Advisory Committee to explore and develop for
consideration. The following section outlines KCD's proposal for addressing each of the
Opportunities in the context of the organization's natural resource priorities.

Small Lot Rural Forestrv and Urban Tree Can 0ftv

Challenge: As climate change and population growth pressures m0unt, the health

of Pacific Northwest Forests is threatened.

Need: lndividual jurisdictions and agencies do not have the resources to

adequately protect 0ur f0rests without mobilizing pr¡vate landowners

The demand to train and support owners of small forest propert¡es t0

safeguard 0ur reg¡0nalforest resources is immediate and essent¡al.

The Problem

As recently as 2009, over45,000 acres of the nearly 782,000 acres of rural non-commercial

forest lands outside King County's Agriculture Production Districts were held by landowners

of parcels of five acres or less in size. These small, non-commercial forested lands fall outside

the capacity of the King County forestry program for support. Yet together, these acres

represent a vast resource that contributes to the overall health of our community and offers

a timely opportunity to proactively engage private landowners in stewardship.

Healthy trees and forests are just as

essential in urban communities. Recent

research by King County reveals an

alarming drop in urban trees in many

communities at a t¡me when more, not

fewer, trees are intensely needed: As

growth management concentrates

development in urban areas and the

regional commitment to socialjustice and

equity is institutionalized, management and enhancement of healthy urban forests and tree

canopies emerges as a necessity. Urban forestry programs are focusing on quality of life

indicators and urban heat islands and additionally addressing wildlife habitats in the cities,

stormwater management, water quality protection, pollution abatement, and carbon

sequestratio n.
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Program

Budget and Staffine

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc.

Current Program 0utcomes Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

Rural - annual

¡ 25-40 forested acres treated

2,000-3,000 native trees and

shrubs planted

S28,986 private funds
leveraged

o

a

Rural - annual

o Forest acres treated and planted increased to 225 acres.

18,000-36,000 native trees and shrubs planted on forest land
lncrease private sector funding leveraged on forest health
management to S144,900
A minimum of 18 small acreage forest landowners engaged in
planning and implementing management practices through
KCD technical services

At least 1 WSU Coached Forest Stewardship Workshop per year
in King County. Allocate S150,000 in KCD LIP forest health
management cost-share funding for contracts awarded to
small acreage non-industrial private forest landowners to
management practices (increase to 10 contracts, and $60,000
to $ 150,000).

a

a

a

a

Urban - annual

a 6 upland acres treated
S14,500 in plants and other
project materials provided to
landowners and
neighborhood groups
through KCD technical
service programs for
implementation of urban
forest/open space

enhancement projects.

$ 1 44,000 leveraged (mostly
in-kind labor) in association
with urban forest/open space
enhancement projects
supported by KCD.

t

a

Urban - annual

. Urban forest/upland acres treated and planted increased to 14

acres.
a Native trees and shrubs planted on urban forest/upland

habitat increased to 34,400.

Private sector funding leveraged on urban forest/upland
health management increased to $324,400
Facilitate roundtables in three jurisdictions annually to
develop tailored urban forest initiatives. Market services and
facilitate outreach and educational opportunities to promote
the retention and restoration of urban forests; facilitate
commu n ity forestry activities throug h tech n ica I su pport.
Work with 3 new jurisdictions annually in a support and/or
coordination role to plan and implement urban forest
retention and restoration programs.

Allocate $ 1 50,000 (S50,000 per jurisdiction) in KCD LIP cost-
share funding for contracts awarded to urban residents and
neighborhood and community groups to implement
management practices consistent with urban forest initiatives
adopted by the respective jurisdictions.

a

a

a

O

CIJRRENÏ:

.14 FTE

$17,430n

PR0P0StÐ Aft0tTt0N:

2 FTE

1 AmeriCorps lntern

$302,224*

PRllPOSTI} TOTÂL:

2.14fiE
1 Ameri0orps lnlern

$31 9,654n
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Sustainable Resi onal Food Svstem

Challenge: The Local Food System should connect healthy food consumption with healthy

local farming practices, but it is under stress:

Food deserts and a lack of access to healthy food in our underserved

communities are growing c0ncerns.

The ability of farmers to launch, sustain, and expand local production, and to

invest in long term conservation practices, is threatened by an already low-return

business that has experienced steady declines in revenues lor over a decade.

At the same time, we are asking farmers to be leaders in helping to solve public

natural resource crises, including salmon recovery, water quality, and climate

cha nge.

NEE[}: Signilicant, regional investments throughout the food system to: improve food access,

invest in local food system as an economic growth sector, hegin to address storage and

processing obstacles, strengthen direct market connections at farmers markets, CSAs,

and more. A healthy localfood system means healthier people, healthierfarms, and

healthier natural resources.

The Problem

These obstacles suggest a need for public sector innovation. Though localfood stories are

ubiquitous and celebrated chefs increasingly highlight sustainabil¡ty and seasonality in their
menus and preparation, the fact remains that farmers are, paradoxically, simply not sharing in

a

a

a

Strengthening the regional food economy was perhaps the most discussed and
ultimately the highest priorlty of the 201 3 King Conservation District/King County
Conservation Panel and Task Force. The discussion focused on enhancing the regional
food system through a combination of initiatives, grants, and synergy with existing or
expanded KCD services.
King County farmers produced $120 million worth of food
in20l2down from sl27 million in2o0T,ranking tB,h of "By addressing food syst'em issues

the state's 39 counties. King County consumers, however, Systematícolly, the region cant
spend 5o b¡ll¡on on food, including 5600 million on raw pratect agrículturql lqnd, promote
food. Demand for fresh locally-grown food is growing,
but social, economic, and infrastrucrurar obstacres stand in fresh food consumptíon' and

the way. price points for food rhat deliver. iil;;;;;,;' suppart local food and farm based'

farmers while remaining affordable to a broad consumer business to improve the health of
base prove elusive in the absence of some market the IOCAI fOad eCOnOmy."

i::lfiT;å i:ï:1i:iflî::i::å1"'l':ii;i';$,i 'puset sound neoio1,,yl.g:y::,1:

lnstitutional buyers such as hospitals and school districts VISION 2040
have not yet embraced local suppliers in a meaningful
way.
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the renaissance. The most recent survey of King County farmers found that incomes in the
sector are declining.

The King Conservation District is uniquely positioned to coordinate and leverage a range of
projects, programs, and services we and our partners are already well-equipped to deploy.

The Future

We propose to work with our member jurisdictions, King County, Seattle Tilth, Cascade

Harvest Coalition, Pike Place Market, the Puget Sound Regional Food Council, and others
across the food system spectrum to reduce obstacles on the farm, during processing and

storage, within distribution channels, and at market. We will build on existing success, such as

Seattle Tilth's Farm Works in Auburn, and work together to innovate new pilot programs to
learn from and adapt.

Program

B and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomesCurrent Program 0utcomes

a Currently, KCD is involved in a variety of
regional roundtables and policy bodies

examining ways to grow and maintain a

sustainable agricultural economy.

KCD is partnering with the City of Auburn,
Auburn lnternational Farmers Market, Seattle
Tilth, Auburn Food Bank, and Washington
CAN to implement Good Food Bag Marl<et

Bucks for low-income shoppers to use at the
Farmers Market this summer.

a

KCD proposes to develop and administer a robust program
of grants and services that address the following regional
goals:

lmprove food access

lnvest in localfood system as an economic growth
sector
Begin to address storage and processing obstacles

Strengthen direct market connections at farmers
markets
Expand CSAs

a

o

a

a

a

PRt}POSTI) ADDITIOIi:

2 FÏE

$1,075,620*

PR0P0SEll T0TAL,

2.2tTE

$1,096,500n

CURRTI,IÏ:

.2 FTE

$20,880*
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Rural Agriculture

Challenge

Need:

Farms can have key roles in solving regional and national natural

res0urce c0ncerns associated with water quality (Clean $later Act,

303d listings, TMDLs), salmon recovery (ESA listings and recovery
plans), carbon sequestration to offset climate change impacts, and

more. At current rates of funding, progress on solving these concerns

is slower than desired.

Precision targeting of technical support to address these c0ncerns

and technical assistance to remove barriers to farmer adoption of

rec0mmended best management practices (BMPs) through:

t increased tarmer awareness of their potential role,

o consistent access totechnicalsupportto design and install best

management practices, and

. tinancial assisfance in some cases to offset high project costs,

especially for BMPs with little to no farm return on investment.

The Problem

United States Department of Agriculture statistics show
that King County farmers produced $l Z0 mill¡on worth
of Agriculturalproducts in2012. About $90 million of
that total are food products. The county ranks 18'h in
value of agriculturalproduction of the state's 39

counties. King County consumers spend 56 billion on
food.

'The agricultural lands within the

region are among the most

produciive in the state, and the loss

of good quality farmland has

implications f0r air quality, water

quality and quantity, and the

region's self-sufficiency, "

-The Puget Sound Regional Council

Farmers are the stewards of over 60,000 acres of farmed
and farmable lands in King County. Enabling their
stewardship of our shared water, soil, and habitat
resources requires support¡ng those efforts in

meaningful ways. Placing expensive regulatory burdens on farmers without committing the
technical and financial resources to help land managers implement environmental practices
runs the very real risk of losing that farmland to bankruptcy, abandonment, or development.

Conservation Districts play an important role in mitigating the effects of our changing climate.
For example an acre of pasture can sequester an average of 280 tons of CO2 annually. Using
sustainable techniques such as those provided by the King Conservation District, this
sequestration can be increased by over 2.5 tons/ acre annually. Thís means that over 90,000

additional tons of CO2 can be sequestered on the county's 20,000 acres of pastureland
annually.

l0 lPage King Conservation District Program of Work



1 7938

The Future

King Conservation District proposes to increase its support of rural farmers through both
increasing the number of plans to self-selected clients as well as expand current pilot efforts
on sub-basin targeting to improve water, soil, and habitat quality in watersheds that exhibit
poor benchmarks.

Program

Budget and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, pr0gram delivery, etc.

Current Program 0utcomes Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes
a Develop a multi-year plan to deploy targeted farm

planning services approach county wide to targeted
natural resource concern areas. eg -Targeting water
quality impaired sub-basins with significant commercial

farming land use

Targeting 1 natural resource concern area for
outreach each 2 years, ensuring a comprehensive

approach to conservation

Serving 50 farming customers in targeted natural

resource areas (90% result in site visits to assess natural

resource concerns and solutions) annually

Delivering 20 farm plans in targeted natural resource

areas annually

a

a

a

Serving 150 farming customers (90% result in

site visits to assess natural resource concerns

and solutions)

Def ivering 67 Íarm plans for 1 000+ acres
(20olo regulatory referral; 25o/o Currenf Use/ PBRS

referra l; 55olo stewardship on ly)

Following up on 1óO plans to document

implementation, which includes support

navigating County, State, and Federal

permitting systems

Providing technical support to dairy
operators and the Washington State Dairy

Association (WSDA) in association with WSDA

nutr¡ent management compliance inspections.

About 1 5 inspections per year

Assisting 30 farms with manure spreader
loan program annually, promoting the
beneficial use of manure as a fertilizer at
agronomic rates, minimizing water quality
impacts of stock pilinq manure.

a

a

a

o

PR0P0SH) AUt}lTtflt{:

1.0 FTE

$1 53,929*

PR{}P{lSTI) T(]TAL:

6-96 FTE

$725,814*

CURREI'IT

5.36 FTE

$571,885*
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Urban Agriculture

Challenge: An equitable local food economy includes urban food production, both

commercial and personal. Urban farmers and gardeners have unique

needs for land stewardship guidance to ensure a viable, diverse local

food system that cares for our soils and waters for future generations.

Need; Existing urban agricultural organizations are under-funded to meet the

demand to develop sustainable urban small-lot food production and

provide training and support for low-income and immigrant populations,

who would benefit most from expanded urban agricultural opportunities.

The Problem

Food deserts exist within the City of Seattle and parts of south King County. Food deserts are

defined by the US Department of Agriculture as urban neighborhoods and rural towns
without ready access to fresh, healthy, and affordable food. lnstead of supermarkets and
grocery stores, these communities may have no food access or are served only by fast food
restaurants and convenience stores that offer few healthy, affordable food options. The lack of
access contributes to a poor diet and can lead to higher levels of obesity and other diet-
related diseases, such as diabetes and heart disease.

Part of the solution is to strengthen farms across King County and develop better
transportation, storage, and processing infrastructure. Another part of a healthy local food
system is to develop opportunities to grow fresh food within urban boundaries, especially in
communities that are transit-dependent, low-income, or comprised of primarily immigrant
populations.

Agriculture in urban areas provides exposure, outreach, and connections for urban residents
to connect to the agricultural economy, the food system, and the environment through their
placement within dense communities. Urban farmers benefit from lowertransportation costs

for themselves and their products, as well as community based support. These factors make

urban agriculture a more viable option for low income and immigrant communities that can

benefit this proximity to community support and the consumer market.

The Future
We propose to workwith our member jurisdictions,
King County, Seattle Tilth, Cascade Harvest
Coalition, Pike Place Market, the Puget Sound
Regional Food Council, and others across the food
system spectrum to identify strategies to develop
urban agricultural opportunities. We will build on
existing success, such as Seattle Tilth's Farm Works in Auburn and Rainier Beach Urban Farm

and Wetlands in south Seattle as models of success and work together to innovate new pilot
programs to learn from and adapt.
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Program

Budget and Staff
CURREIì|T

.05 FTE

$13,871"

PR0P0SED A00lTl0l'l

1.6 FTE

$'t77,92s*

PR{]PtlSEI} TOTAL:

1.65 FTE

$191,800*
*includes all costs including-salaries, cosi-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc.

turrent Program 0utcomes Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

Serve up to 5 urban farm service customers

annually

Deliver 1-5 urban livestock-related farm
plans annually (for regulatory compliance)

Participate in regional food system
coordination initiatives (as available)

Provide soil testing supportto over 500 new

urban farmer/ gardeners annually to promote

sound water quality related soil fertility
management (this service has been growing

steadily since starting in 2007)

a

I

Assess regional need for urban farming-related
natural resource planning support through
coordination with member jurisdictions and the KCD

Advisory Committee

Continue to market and expand soil fertility services
to promote responsible fertilizer practices (lncrease

gardener involvement by at least 100 more new
gardeners annually)

Coordinate urban farm planning services with
coordinated regional food system initiatives with
member cities and county

Develop soil testing program and customers into a
more comprehensive urban conservation program
focused on growing healthy local food and protecting
and enhancing urban water quality

Develop 20 Urban Farm P|ans per year. Plans will be
developed across the District so that by year 5, at least 1-

2 urban farm plans will be developed in every member
iurisdiction.

a

a

a
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Shorelines and Riparian Habitat

Challenge: Efforts to restore the health of Puget Sound need the participation of

private landowners who collectively own 2/3 of the shorelines.

Landowner driven protection of our region's streams, rivers, lakes,

wetlands, and marine shorelines will contribute to salmon runs and

the overall health of Puget Sound.

Need: lndividual jurisdictions and agencies do not have the resources to

recover the health of aquatic systems without mobilizing private

landowners. The demand for workshops, classes, tours, train-the-

trainer, and one-on-one assistance is immediate and essential.

The Problem

A century of intensive logging, agriculture and urban development have degraded
aquatic habitats throughout King County where more than 2/3 of the shoreline
properties are held in private ownership. ln 1999, Chinook salmon were listed as

threatened under the Endangered Species Act, prompting concerted efforts to restore
and protect lakes, rivers and streams. Concern for the health of Puget Sound has

focused increased attention on shoreline and near shore habitats. Working closely
with private property owners whose lands abut freshwater and marine aquatic
systems is an essential component of recovering the health of these systems. Support
for increased educational assistance and capacity-building among shoreline property
owners was recommended by the King Conservation District / King County
Conservation Panel and Task Force.

King Conservation District engaged participants in an exploration of the challenges
facing aquatic habitats in the District. King County's landscape is a diverse mosaic of
mountains, forests, rivers, lakes, and marine habitats. The district's service area

includes approximately 2,100 square miles of land, plus nearly
2,000 miles of freshwater and marine shorelines. Major
watersheds include Cedar River-Lake Washington, Green-

Duwamish, Sammamish, Snoqualmie-Skykom ish, White River,

and Central Puget Sound, including Vashon-Maury lsland.

"The conservation and

ltrâfìâgÊrTìont of freshwater , ;

,ecosystems are crit¡cal to the
'interests 

of all humans,

lnations, a nd governments."
t,; Fresþw ater I nstitute, l) n,iversity

, i i. ', .of Washington, 2014
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Program

Budget and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, pr0gram delivery, etc

Current Program 0utcomes Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

a 1.82 miles of shoreline replanted and

enhanced annually,

23.5 acres of riparian corridor replanted

and enhanced annually.

57,589 native trees and shrubs planted

annually

549 landowners, neighborhood groups

and jurisdictions utilizing KCD technical

service programs annually for

implementation of aquatic area planting

and enhancement practices.

1 KCD LIP cost-share contract awarded
annually to landowners, neighborhood
groups and jurisdictions for
implementation of aquatic area planting

and enhancement practices.

I

a

o

o

a 3.6 miles of shoreline replanted and enhanced

annually.

47 acres of riparian corridor replanted and enhanced

annually.

115,100 native trees and shrubs planted annually

A minimum of 220 freshwater aquatic area

landowners engaged annually in learning about,

planning and implementing aquatic area planting and

enhancement practices

A minimum of 120 marine shoreline aquatic area

landowners engaged annually in learning about,

planning and implementing aquatic area planting and

enhancement practices.

lncrease to 20 the number of freshwater aquatic area

planting and enhancement projects planned and

implemented by KCD, thereby restoring a minimum of

5 acres and L.8 miles per year on a combination of

urban and rural residential lands

lncrease to 8 the number of Conservotion Reserve

Enhoncement Progrom projects planned and

implemented per year, thereby restoring a minimum

of 6 acres and 1.5 miles per year on agricultural lands.

Allocate S112,500 annually in KCD LIP cost-share
funding for contracts awarded to freshwater and

marine aquatic area landowners to implement
freshwater and marine shoreline planting and

enhancement practices in urban and rural areas (an

increase from 1 to 10 contracts, and S11,250 to
s112,500).

a

a

a

a

a

a

CURRENT:

5 FTE

.25 AmeriCorps lntern

1 WA Conservation Corps Crew

$674,5s4*

PRtP0Sit) AU0lIl0l'l:
2FTE

1 Ameri0orps lntern

1 WA Conservation Corps

Crew

$603,992*

PRf)P(lSit} TOTAL:

7 FTT

1.25 Ameri0orps lntern

2 WA Conservation Corps Crew

$1,278,586"
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Landowner lncentive Proqram

Challenge: Private landowners own nearly 50% of the land within the boundary of

the King Conservation [)istrict. Engaging the private landowners in

natural resource protection and enhancement is critical to supporting

an ec0nomically and environmentally sustainable region.

Need: Private landowners need support to meet the region's expectation that

common resources on private property, such as water quality and fish

and wildlife habitat, be protected and enhanced for public benefit.

The Problem
The King Conservation Dlstrict traditionally works with
private property owners in all settings to assist them in
protecting, conserving and enhancing natural
resources. The KCD Landowner lncentive Program
promotes stewardship of natural resources by
providing funding in the form of cost-share awards to
support landowner implementation of natural
resource management practices. Cost-share awards
are a common financial incentive tool utilized by
entit¡es seeking to promote behavior change through
the adoption of emerging and/or current priority
management practice. Examples include the USDA

Natural Resources Conservation Service Farm Bill
conservation programs and public health department
septic system upgrade programs. Cost-share awards
through these programs are contractual arrangements
between the funding entity and the recipient
landowner. Such contracts typically specify an
approved activity with implementation criteria, a

reimbursement amount or ratio, and in some cases

performance measures.

16 | P a wórü

KCD has been cooperatively
restoríng the Brandon Street
Natural Area with the Seattle Parks

Department for many years. One
acent landowner, seeing the

results of work being done, sought
nd received both technical

assistance through the KCD aquatic
area enhancement program and
funds through the KCD Landowner
lncentive Program to install a
native plant buffer on their portion
of Longfellow Creek. This backyard
riparian habitat enhancement
project has expanded the total area

of Longfellow Creek that has been
enhanced with native plants and is
contribut¡ng to improved water
quality conditions in the water
body.

gô King Conservatjon District Program of
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m

Current Program

0utcomes

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

1.8 miles of shoreline

enhanced since

inception.

11.5 acres of riparian

corridor enhanced

since inception,

141.5 acres of forest in

active forest health

management since

inception,

190 landowners

engaged in

stewardship practice

implementation since

inception.

256 cost-share

contracts awarded

since inception,

a

a

a

a

Allocate $150,000 annually in KCD LIP forest health management

cost-share funding for contracts to small acreage non-¡ndustr¡al

private forest landowners to implemented management practices

(an increase to 10 contracts, and to 5150,000).

Allocate $150,000 annually (S50,000 per jurisdiction) in KCD LIP

cost-share funding for contracts to urban residents and

neighborhood and community groups to implement forest

management practices adopted bythe respective jurisdictions (an

increase to L5 contracts, and S150,000).

Allocate S112,500 annually in KCD LIP cost-share funding for

contracts awarded to freshwater and marine aquatic area

landowners to implement freshwater and marine shoreline

planting and enhancement practices in urban and rural areas (an

increase to L0 contracts, and to $1-12,500).

Allocate 5250,000 annually in KCD LIP cost-share funding for

contracts awarded to agricultural landowners to implement

agricultural related water quality protection and enhancement

practices, agriculture land drainage ditch maintenance practices,

water conserving irrigation practices, and other practices that

improve resource management and protections on agriculture

lands (an increase from 24 to 40 contracts, and Sts0,000 to

S25o,ooo).

a

a

a

a

Bud and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, pr0grarn delivery, etc

.67 rTE

$200,000 cost-share

Current

$277,306.

Proposed Addition

1 TTE

$456,250 cost-share

$559,876*

I.67 FÏE

$650,250 cost-share

Proposed ïotal

$837,1 82*
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ürant Program

The District will continue to award Member Jurisdiction grants for natural resource
improvement projects to partners such as cities, community organizations, and tribes and will
work with those partners to increase communication about the District programs and
opportunities for partnership. ln addition, the District will continue to manage previously
awarded Member Jurisdiction and WRIA Forum grants, as it has in the past, until those projects

are completed.

Communitv Engagement

The District proposes to build on the relationships and partnerships it has developed and

expanded through the Conservation Panel and Task Force processes and to continue to
involve its Advisory Committee in the meaningful way it has established in 2014. ln addition,
KCD proposes to expand its community engagement programs and services to identify and
pursue greater partnerships. Continued and expanded Community Engagement includes:

. Regular working sessions with the KCD Advisory Committee
o Formation and support of ad hoc topical sub-committees for policy development and

troubleshooting
r Continued outreach to cities including City Council Presentations

r Presentations to non-profits organizations
. Regular briefings to County Council members and/or committees
. Support and engagement in regional natural resource events and conferences

. Support for Envirothon and other youth natural resource education programs

. Continued distribution of KCD monthly electronic newsletter and email updates

. Continued updating and development of the KCD website

. Engagement with community prínt and electronic media

. Paid media
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PROPOSED RATES & CHARGES
APPROPRIAT¡ONS BUDGET 2015

The District's budget for 2015 was developed in partnership with the King Conservation
District Advisory Committee. The 2015 Budget (Exhibit A) shows the cost of services both by
District's program and by resource management priority

Exhibit A: King Conservation District2015 Budget

Program/Service Total
Farm

And

Ag.

Lands

Forestry

Health

Upland

Habitat

Aquatic

Habitat
(Freshwater

& Marine)

Water

Ouality &

0uantity
(Storm

Water,

Floodins...)

Economic

Support to

Working

lands

Tolal%

Forestry 5 zlg,øsq 45o/o 25o/o 10o/o 10o/o 10o/o 100o/o

Food & Farming
-Local Food System

$ 1,096,500 25o/o 5o/o 5o/o 65o/o 1O0o/o

-Urban Farm
Planning

$ I gl,goo 35o/o 5o/o 10o/o 40o/o 10o/o I00o/o

-Rural Farm Planning s 725,814 35o/o 5o/o 20o/o 30o/o 10o/o 100o/o

Shorelines s 1,278,586 15o/o 5o/o 5o/o 5Oo/o 25o/o 100o/o

5o/o 5Oo/oLIP 5 gll,tgz 15o/o 5o/o 25o/o 1O0o/o

1o/o 23o/o 31o/oMember Jurisdiction
Grants

51,296,507 22o/o 22o/o 1o/o 1O0o/o

Community
Engagement

5 404,999 15o/o 1Oo/o 5o/o 20o/o 20o/o 30o/o 100o/o

TOTAL s 6,151042
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Exhibit B

King Conservation District Rate Study Report July 2014
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Exhibit. B

" Kirig Çongel:yöTion D¡¡frict

RATE STUDY REPORT

July 2014

FCS GROUP
7525l66th Avenue NE, Suite D-215

Redmond, WA 98052

T:425,867.1802 | F: 425.867.1937

Thls enlhe report ls mode of reodily recycloble mole¡iols,
including the bronze wlre blndlng ond lhe fronl ond

bock cover, which qre mode from post-consumer
recycled ploslic bottles.

a:1

Distrtct'l(lng
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King Conservolion District Rote Study Report

SrcloN l: lNrnoDUcTloN
' !, "

RCW 89.08.405 provides the legal authority for conservation districts to fix rates and charges to
recover district costs. Section 89.08.405(3)(a) states:

"The system of rates and charges may inclu<le an annual per acre amount, an annual per

parcel amount, or an annual per parcel amount plus an annual per acre amount. Ifincluded in
the system ofrates and charges, the maximum annual per acre rato or charge shall not exceed

ten cents per acre. The maximum allnual per parcel rate shall not exceed five dollars, except

that for counties with a population of over one million fìve hundred thousand persons (i.e.,

King Courrty) the maximum annual per parcel rate shall not exceed ten dollars."

A rate is a charge intended to fecover the cost ofpublic programs based on services received or :i

negative impacts customers impose. In a "rate construct" the services received and the impacts

charged for may be indirect. Fufiher, the rate may show consideration for "services furnished, to be

furnished, or available to the landownÊr" or "benefits received, to be received, or available to the

property" in addition to other factors,

The following section provides a summary of King Conservation District's 2015 rats analysis. The

goal ofthe update is to ensure that the rate structure and supporting rate equitably recover program

õosts within the constraints defined by RCW 89.08. An additional scenario has been developed to

allow consideration of waterfront parcels as a separate rate class, This analysis is summarized at the

end ofsection II.

,l{irFCS GROUP
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SrCr¡CN II: RNrr ANALYSIS

The King Conservation District (KCD) rate structure features distinct rates by land use, based on the
services/benefits received from District programs. The oost of each District program! or Natural
Resource Priority, is subject to a two-step allocation process to establish unit costs - the building
blocks of rate dcvelopment. Each priority cost is first allocated between direct and indirect
service/benefit provided. Cost recovcry is then allocated among customer classes based on the
comparative amount of service/benefit enjoyed by each customer class from the resource priority.
The technical artalysis in its entirety is provided in Appendix A.

A. GENERAL APPROACH
In order to faoilitate application of the rate approach for 201 5, KCD staff split programs/services into
six Natural Resource Priorities (NRPs): Farm and Agriculture Lands, Forestry, Upland Habitat,
Aquatic l{abitat, Water Quality and Quantity, and Esonomic Support to 'Working Lands. Each NRP
included eight programs: Local Foocl Systern; Rural Farm Planning Services;Urban Farm Planning
Services; Forestry Services (Urban/Rural); Shoreline and Riparian Services (Urban/Rural);
Jurisciiction^Focused Fund; Comrnunications, Outreach, Advisory Comrnittee; and Landowner
Incentive Progran. The Natural Resource Priorities and the services/benefits they provide are f.urther

defined below:

¿

arm I-ands Help farmers steward and protect Fann & Ag lands for purrent and

future use. Nexus with soil stabilization and health, water quality and
quantity, critical areas stewardship, and flood control.

ance ecosystem functions and values of
forest cover. Forest nexus with water and air quality, flood control,
and soil stabilization.

HelpForestry

Upland Habitat
habitat. Upland habitat nexus with biodiversity, air and water quality,
flood control, soil stabilizalion, and recreatiolt,

and values ofanceenh stemecosyHelp

Help landowners protect and enhance lnarine and freshwater aquatic
resources. Nexus with shorelines, shellfish, food web atrd water
quality. Significarrt indirect benefit to all rate payers.

ater Quality
quantity, (Stormwater, fl ooding, nutricnt and bacteria, temperature,
dissolved oxygen...). Significant inclirect benefit to all rate payers.

Qua.lity andenhanceowners/landp manage

Farmers Markets, Puget Sound Grown/Puget Sound Fresh, Farmlink,
Salmon Safe.

fo ecollolntcstrend en dan gthSupport
and forestcial onucti asSuchand wood, prodproductsspeagricultural'Working 

Lan<ls

Economic pport to
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Using the collective expertise and judgment of KCD staff and the consultant, each program/service

cost was allocated between direct ándlndirect benefìts provided. These decisions were reached after

much discussion and based on the specifio benefits each program/service provides. Most services

providecl by the District are of indirêct benefit. Service costs assigned to direct bcncfit represent

unique services that specifically target a subset ofthe customer base.

The direct ànd indirect benefit costs of each program/service were then allocated to each land use

category. Each customer class was evaluatedfor the level of service/benefit received: no benefit,

partial úenefit cornpared to other classes, or full proportional benefit received.

The chart below shows how these steps were followed for each Natural Resource Priority'

Exhibit I

The allocations for each program/service between direct and indirect benefrts were informed by the

Eartlr Economics Report'Spãcial Benefitfrom Ecosystem Setvices: Economic Assessment of the Kíng

Conservatíon Distriitr whìch states that i'approxirnately lo/o of the total value provided by

ecosystens is excludable bcnefit to the landowner." The report also explains that "over 98% of the

total economic value provided by healthy eoosystems is in ths form of nou-excludable services or

special benefits that landowners share with others."

Consistent with this analysis, the majority of programs/services and their associated costs were

allocated as l7o direct and99%;o indiiect. In contrast, all programs/services within Economio Support

to Working Lands as well as Rural Farm Planning Services and Urban Farm Plalming Services vvithin

Farm and Ãgriculture Lands were allocat ed as 250/o direct and 7SYo inditect These specific

programs/seivices were deemed to be directed nrore specifìcatly at those receiving the

r pittman, J. & Batker, D. (2006). Special BeneJìtfrom Ecosystem Services: Economic Assessment of the King

conservation Dìstrìct. Tacoma, wA: Earth Economics. Retrieved July 1 I , 2012 rram

http:i/www.eartheconornics.orgiF'ilelibrary/frleiReports/KCD-special-Benefit-Analysis'pdf

Type of service
provided

Who receives service

share {tull, paftiål ôr nmê)?
Who receives serv¡ce

share full, pa rtlal, or nme)?

INHllEI¡GEltlll?I*frilflI¡

FTE!¡¡

ffi ffi
¡ E

W
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service/benefit, but still greatly of benefit to others indirectly. A number of other programs/services

that were deemed to have some increased direct benefit to the properly owner were allocated 5%

direct and 95% indirect, including all Landowner Incentive Programs (other than in Economio
Support to Working Lands), Forestry Servioes (Urban/Rural)'in both Forestry and Upland Habitat,
and Shoreline and Riparian Serviees (Urban/Rural) in Aquatic Habitat.

B. BUDGET 
}I.

The 2015 KCD budget, totaling $6,151,042, was split and allocated as shown in the following table.

4
{i} FCS GROUP
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Exhibit 2

Iotal cost2015 Budget

Þ

L27,

81,000

s

x59,

11,

60,

159,827

302,086
20,250
58,603

$ s86,647

$ s4,82s
145,163

19,180

575,364
400,621

81,000

_ 1s0,693

r$ 1,426,s45
I

54825
2r7,744
76,720

1

575,364
285,23?

40,5m
209,296

I 1,459,680

172,725
72,581

19,1B0

.

121,500

$ 94r"s44

$
?6,29i

1% D¡r€ct / 99% hdirect
25% 0irect / 75% lndhect
25% Dl rect / 75% lndlrecl

Dlrect / 99Y" lndlrect
Dlrect/ 9t?6 hdirect
Dlrèct / 997' lndttect
Dlrect / 99% lndlrect
Dlrect / 95% lndirect

196 Dlrect / 99'6 lnd¡rect
19lo Dlrect / 99% I ndlrect
1% Dlrect / 999¿ lndlrect
5% Direct/ 9õ96 lndlrect
1% Dlrect/ 99Yo lndlrect
196 Direct/99t6 lndlrect
1% Direct / 99/" lndlrect
5% Dlrect / 9596 lndirect

1% Dlrect / 99/c lndlrect
1% Direct / 99Yo lndl.ett
1% D¡rect / 99% lßdlrect
5% Dlrect/95% Indír€ct
1% oirect/ 9996 lndltect
1% 0frect / 99Yo hdirect
196 Di rect / 9996 lndlrect
5% Dlrect/ 95% lndirect

1?6 Dlrect / 9996 Indlrect
196 Di rect / 99Y" lndÌrect
1% Dlrect / 99'á lndirect
1% Dlrect / 99flo lndlrect
5%'Dlrect / 9596 lndlrect
196 Dlrectl9996lndlrect
1% Dlrect,/ 9996 lnd¡fect
5% Direct/ 95% lndlrect

196 Direct / 99% lndl rect

1% Direct/ 99/. lndirect
x% Dlrect/ 99Yo lndlrect
1% Dlrect/ 99% lndlrect
1% Dlrect/ 99% hdlrect
1% Dì rect / 99r,'o lndlrect
1% Dìrect/ 997" lndirect
5% Dlrect/ 95}6 lndirect

25% Direct/75% lndlrect
25% Dlrect/ 75% Indlrect
25% Dlrect / 75% lndl rect
ZSYo olrc ç't J T SYo l ndk e cI
25% Direct / 75% lndirect
25% 0lrect / 75% lndirect
2syôDlreda | 75% lndlrcc'.
25% Direct / 75% lndirect

tY,
7/o

,r%

5t6

Farm and Agr¡culture Lands
local Food System

Rural Farm PlanninB Services

Urbân Farm Plannlng Se rv¡ces

f orestry Services (Urban/Rural)
Shoreline and Riparian Services (Urban/Rural)

Jurlsdiction-t'ocused Fund

Communlcatlons, Outreach, Advi5ory Commlttee
Landowner lncentive Program

5ubtotal

torestry
Local Food System
Rural Farm Plðnning Services

Urban Färm Plannl ng Servlces
Fôrestry ServÌces I Urban/Rural)

Shoreline and Rlparian serv¡ces (Urban/Rural)

Jurisdlctlon-Focused Fund

Communlcations, Outreach, Advisory Comrnitl ee

Landowner lncentive Proerãm

Subtotal

Upland Habltat
Iocai Food System

Rurål tarm Plan ning Services

Urban Farm Plennlng Sêrv¡ces

ForestrT Services ( urban/Rural)
5horeline and Rlparlan Servicês (Urbãn/Rural)

Jurisd¡ctlon-Focused Fund

Communlcations, Outreach, Advìsory Committee
Landownet lnce ntlve Program

Subtotâl

Aquatlc Habltat (Fresh and Marine)
Local Food 5ystem
Rural Farm Plan nlng Servlces

Urban Farm Planning Seruices

Forestry Services (Urban/Rural)
Shorellne and Rlpariân se Ívlces (Urban/Rural)

Jurisdictlon-Focused Fund

Communìcations, Outreâch, Advlsory Commlttee
Landowner lncentÌve Prograrì1

Subtotal

Water Quality and Quantity (Stormwater, Floodíng, etc.)
Local Food System
Rural Farm PlanningServices
Urbãn Fðrrn PlannlnB Services
Forestry seru¡ces (Urban/Rural)
Shoreline and Rlpðrian Services (Url¡an/Rural)

Jurlsdictlon-Focused Fund

Communlcat¡on5, Outreach, Advisory conìmiltee
Landowner lncentive Prôgrãm

Subtotal

Economic Support to Working Lânds
Locðl Food System
Rural Farm Planning Services

Urban Farm Planning Services

Fôrestry 5eru¡ces (Urban/Rural)

Shoreline and R¡patian Services (Urban/Rural)

Jurisdlclion-Focused Fund

comrnunicâtí0n5, Outreðch, Advlsory Committee
Lãndowner lncent¡ve Program

subtotâl

5-4rrcs GRoUP
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C. CUSTOMER BASE

The King County parcel file has been used to determine the number of chargeable parcels available
to KCD. When óhàrging a rate, it is recommended to charge all those who receive service/benefit.
The only exceptions include timber and forest land, which are effectively precluded from per parcel

rates under current statute language and have not been calculated otherwise in this rate study. Other
exemptions are for split parcels (that would effectively be charged twice), certain parcel types that
are reference only, and cities that have not opted in to KCD, including Enumclaw, Fecleral Way,
Milton, Pacifrc and Skykornish,

The parcel data provided by King County identifies dozens of current land uses. Customer types were
grouped into seven land use categories; Residenlial, Commercial, Agricultural, Institutional/Public,
Vacant/Undeveloped, Open Space and Forestry. These land use categories were based on the present

use of each parcel, available in the King County Parcel data file- As described above, these land use

categories.werc evaluated based on direct and indirect benefits received and were allocated costs
assuming no benefit, partiâl benefit compared to other classe$, or full proportional benefit compared
to other classes.

D. RATE CALCULATION
As described above, each line item in the budget was allocated based on the direct or indirect
service/benefît provided, and then allocated among customer classes based on the cornparative
amount of service/benefit received. Resulting per parcel rates range from $7.8201 for
VacanlUndeveloped parcels to $10.1582 for Agricultural parcels. All calculated rates can be seen in
the following table.

Exhibit 3

E. RATE ADJUSTMENT
The rates shown above would cover all budgeted costs, but would exceed the ten dollar per parcel
limit prescribed in RCV/ 89.08,405. To conform to this cap, the highest ratç was decreased to ten

dollars and the others clccrsased proportionatcly. When the rates were decreased, the lowest per
parcel rate was $7.6983 for Vacant/Undeveloped parceis. All reduced rates can be seen in the
following table.

6

Calculated
Land Use Category

nstitutional / Publ ic

ped

ste

sidêntial
mercial

cu I tu ral

,/ Undevelo
pen Space

$

s
(

(

9.378L

10.1582

9,4412

7.8201

9.0691

No. of Parcels

580,469

79,187

72L

2,799

44,705

2,343

æ9,6?Ã

$

s

$

$

$

L79,937

r,229
26,314

349,s98

21,249

775
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Exhibit 4

Retes to be Charged and Revenue Calculation (SÀSEÐ ON MAXIIúUNI lÅË!*
r ,,,-,,,,,,,,, ¡,,,,,,, - ¡. .l'i 'iiai - ,,i r¡ --' ì¡ - ' 'r "¡r'r I """"'"-

No. of Parcels

580,469

19,!87,
t2l

2,799

M,705
2,343

æ
æ9,624

Rqle Sludy Report

F. REVENUE FORECAST
Due to the rate cap, costs will have to be cut to rnatch the maximum forecasted revenue. The

estimated revenue loss can be seen in the following table.

Exhibit 5

Estimqted;Fevgnyl!.gg!-...-,.,,,,- . *,,,,,,, *.*.,.---- -i,,,,,1,,,,,,,,,,,,

G. WATERFRONT SCENARIO
An aclditional scenario was rulì in which separate rate classes were created for waterfront propert¡es

based on the assumption that waterfront próperty may disproportionatcly benefit from certain Dìstrict

services.

The allocatiorrs between direct and indirect service/benefit were unchanged for all programs except

for the Landowner Incentivc Programs in both the Aquatic Habitat and Water Quality and Quantity
NRPs, as well as Shorelinc and Riparian Serviccs (Urban/Rural) in the Aquatic Habitat NRP. These

three services were reallocated as lYo direct and 99% indirect in order to avoid over charging parcels

segregated for direct service rcceived (i.e,, waterfront parcels) -- previously included with all other

prõp"tty, T'he technical analysis with waterfront distinctions is provided in Appendix B,

7

Per Parcel

,S 10,0000
Max¡mum Allowable

Rates

, Calculated

Rates Per Parcel
Land Use Category

9,2324

10,0000

9.2s48

7.6983

8.9279

s

$

$

)
$

5

Resi de nti al

Commercial
Agri cultural

lnstitutional / Public

Vacant/ Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

Revenue

s

$

$

$

$

s

s

5,485,942

L,2lO

25,9U,
3M,154

20,9t8

!77, 135

s 6,0s5,263

Calculated

Per Parce

nstitutional / Public

nt / Undeveloped

al

mercial

cultural

en Space

s
(
$

5

Þ

$

1460)

(0.

0.

0.

No. of Parcels

19,187'

Lzl
2,799

M,705
2,343

Reve

$

s

s

s
$

(2,802l,

(1e)

(410)

{i} FCS GROUP



1 7938
King Conservotion Dislricf Rote Study Report

Distinctions added steps to the allocation among custorner classes for both the Aquatic Habitat and
Water Qualify and Quantity NRPs. Program costs that were split between direct and indirect
service/benefit were further allocated among customer classes for both waterfront and not rvaterfront
designations based on the comparative amount of service/benefit received by each customer class,

The rate calculation for this scenario is summarizeci in Exhibit 6. Application of the $10.00 rate cap
rosulted in the reduced rates shown in Exhibit 7. Exhibit 8 shows the amount of rcvenue that would
be lost in this scenario.

Exhibit 6

c.alculated Retes ând Revenue Reconciliation

Exhibit 7

Raler.to he,.Chårced and Revenue câlculatlon {.gASED OM,MAXIMUM RATE)

Land Use Cãtegory

Space

Undeveloped:
/ Publtc

s

s
s
¿

9.3737

10.1538

9.3968

7,8685

9.OM7

5

s
I

7

9.

9.41

10.1974

9.4444

18,658

trz
2,745

41,461

2,W

529

9

54

?,ZM
2s3

--TOTAL -

s 5,M9,327

s 174894

s !137
$ 25t794

S 326,237

$ 18,94s

s s,s70,621

s 179,876

S L,229

s 26,304

s 3s1,763

I zr,zso\.

s
s

s
5

s
s

10t2e3
4,982

92

510

2s,926

2,304

s 6,01õ,335 S. 134.207 ,s 6,,151,042

Land Use Catetory

cu ltu ra I

/ Public

nt / Undeveloped

Spâce

s

5

s

)
$

9.1922

9.9572

9,7L48

7.7162

8,8892

s
é

s
$

s

10,0000

8.9320

s69,961

18,658

112

2,745

47,46L

2,090

10,508

s29

9
g

3,244

253

635,Oin 1¡1,597

, .RâuênuêRaconc¡llat¡on

s s,361429

s 17r,s08

$ 1,11s

I 212e5

I 319,921

5 rs,szs,
ss:

5

s
5

)
s
s
5

w,332
488s

90

500

2s,031

,,ry_

s 5,462,767

s 176,393

5 1,205

$ 2s,79s

s u4,9s2
S 20,838

S, I
sr 5:8f1.i.845,1 s- -1l2.1Ïtg l:s- - -6.03Irq¡¿

Exhibit 8

Ettlmated Revenue !os5

As thc analysis for the waterfront scenario shows, implementation of thc waterfront distinctions
would increase lost reverrue by about $23,000. In addition to this lost arnount of revenue, it would
also be necsssary forthe King County Assessor's office to add seven subcategories of rates to be
billed, Although it is unknown how cornplicated lhis would tre, King County I'I -- DNRP has
indicated they may not be able to accolnnodate any clìanges to the program that calculates existing

B

Lând LJse Câtego.y

Space

cu I tur¿l

erc¡al

nt/ undeveloped
/ Publ¡c

(0.

(0.

(0.

(0.

(0.

(0.

I
)
5

s

$

(0.

lo,
(0.

(0,

(0,

s
é

5

s69961

18,658

IT2
2,749

4r,467

2,090

10,508

s29

9

54

3,244
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635.027 14.s97

Reve.núê Rêcôtrdliãtiôn

TOTAI

5

5

s

s

$
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l24I
(soe)
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(011)
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KCD rates. rilith the largest differenoe in rates bctween watorfront and not waterfront properties

being only $0,042S per year, it is possible that the administrative effort would outweigh any

perceíved benefit.

I.:.Ðrcs GROUP
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model

FCS GROUP

Use these links to updote your other revenues, expenses, and cost allocotions, then view your calculoted rqtes.

.'l

KCÐ 2015 Model FINAL

Deshbôard

Allocate Costs

W

||'|nEt

@

E

IMffi
ffi

@

I

IIEI|iE¡

Eil

M

Effi
mffi

.t¡k

(4Zs] 867-1802 Page 1 ot 18



17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model

FCS GROUP
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KCD 2015 Model FINAL
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KIN6 CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Summary of Custoner Database

1 Res¡dentiâl

I Rsidenliêl
L F¿sidential
I Residenti¿l
l" Rêeìdêht¡å

I Res¡dent¡a

!- ResiSent¡ål

I Resident:al

I Rñidånt¡al
I 3*ideñtiàl
I ResiCentirì

1 Bes¡dentiêl

I Fèsidcxti¡l
I Rrsidenli¿l

I Residential

I Res¡de¡t:¿l

I Res¡dent'al

I Èes¡dent:âl

2. commcrci¡l
¡ comñe¡cièl
I RÉìdenti¡l
I R$ldentiêl
2 Cômmercì¡l
Z Coñmefcìal
2 Coññercíêl
? ComFercièl
2 commerciðl
2 commerci¿l
¿ Coññerciel
2 commerc!ål
I commeraial
? Commerciãl
! comoerc¡ãl
2 côhærciã'
¿ comærcìel
2 Coñrurc1ål
2 cômmerciãl

3 Agri.ultuÞl
3 agrÍcultuGl
2 Commerci€l

2 Comme¡cial

2 Commerciàl

¡ commerc¡ãl

2 comme.cial
2 Comñercìãl
2 commerciål
I C.ññercìal
6 open spãce

¡ commcrcièl
¿ Commerci¡l

2

4
5

6

9

11

16

17

18

20

29

38

48

49

51

55

56

58

60

63

64

101

104

105

106

L2Z

125

r30

140

tAL
142
743

145
LAê

747

15C

Single iðñì yiRes U¡e/zone)
D!ple¡

4-Pl*
sìn8le Fañ¡ty(cll zonÈ)

Houseboat

Mobile Hone
Sinele:ãm¡lv(cf Use)

AFenment
Apertment(Mixed Use)

Apãrtm?nl{Co{F)
Áplrtmentlsubsidìzed)
co¡doñiniuñtRes¡dential] igl
condoni¡¡uñ(f\,tixed Usei

fovhhose Plat

Mobile Hame Fa.k

condoñìñium(M Home Pk)

Rdirèment Fêciliù
Hotel/Moìel
Rehãbiliteiion Center

R*¡dence Hãlì/Dom
Grcup Homê

Rêsoft/Lod ge/i etreat
N!rsint Hgme

shcpping clr{NghSrhood}

ShcÞ9iñ€ Ctr{aoñmunlty}
Shopping C¡rtRcgion¡i)

shopdng ct{Måj Retãill

Shopping C1¡[Specialty]

ReÌèil(L-nelstdÞ)

Re:äil Store

Retâ¡l{Big 8ox)

Reta¡l{Olscounl)

O¡tice Building

cffice Park

À,ledicãl/ÞenÞl offl.e
coidoñinium{Office}
Fâm
GreenhselNrsry/Hort Sm
Miniñg./Qu¡ rrylo¡e PrccesÌÌß

I Bowllng Alley

CãEpBround

Þriv¡nß Rãnge

Golf Caurse

Health Club

Marinã
Mov¡e lheêter
Parlç Fu blic(zoolArborì
Park, PriÞte{Añuse Ctr)

Ski Are å

462,941

7,Dr1

7,891

4,445

5,754

6,119

44

128

1.33.916

297

205

156

299

7
34

260
61

59

141

33

33

224,it2ß5
1,530.53

307.Õ7

465.53

L,2St'57

12,i4i.52

6,342.94

367.62

15-94
90.o3

692.29

1,607.32

13?.86
474þ5
472,79

13.91

115-81

1,550-44

134.92

590.24

565.21

143.90

131,63

472.16

259.83

67ê-47

\s23.41
223.3r
503"02

1.450,08
84239

3,21429
25,38

96-43

17.54

6,749.76

i52-78

9,76r,920,74Á
65,669,783

74,]r4,779
20,3?2,1,3i

55.825.1A9

!,252,ß2
528,971,S99

1ß.237,12r
276,29A,6A't

13e,A2É

3,924,3t6

10,154,955

30,156,?09

70,014,960

20,649,472

20,s94653
605,799

23,223
?.26

7?

248

395

3

L49

:
4939

201

36
I

13

19

z

11

23

2A

2,91A

48

3,351

57

29.467,786

753,499,725

9,72?,!96

11,320,s68

27,971,É44

2,120.932

14

Ð2
5

62

E

2
J

1

30

;

77

a?

249

144

1,032

a4

7Ê,4,\29

294,479,6Q

¿050,632
2i,195.016
4,739,470

6a4,234,062

27,234,Û35

2A,2r2,27r

to
Parcels C!rrently

üe0pt lelImber [dlOUs [c]

Paræls hlcrs [b]Lot Squar€ Føtag€
Total f of
Parcels [¡l

D6€rlptionCodeAsigned l"ðnd 1..,5c Cateßory

FCSGROUP

l42tl a67-rao2
KcÞ 2015 Modei F¡NAL

P¡rcel

104.80

15,707 -AS
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1,034

17.a98

55

106

223

74

579

6E

7

2,71O

291

1,751
15

tz

2

20

.:
9

Ì
3

1

29

5

5

74

11

1

1

I

3

4

427,4r9

t.azs
L3A7
4,A7+

'6
71,327

154

251
7

3Z

54

49

144

33

7

7

4û9

2,680
42

702
2,551

1

60
61

72

l
:E
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Summery ôf Customer D¡tabase

¡
2
¡
¿
?

?

7

4
2

z
z
2
a
2:

¡

4

1

2
2

t
7
2
z
2
I
2
¡¡

t
¿
2

2
z

commercial
commerci¿l
côññerch,
Comeeni¿l
Coñmerci¿l
comficrciàl
lnstitutlonal /.¡ublic
commerclãl
Commercìal

Comfr€rciå I

CJmmerci¿l

lns$tutioæl / Public

comñerciâl
Commeacìal

commercì¿t

CommeÉia¡

Comærciàl
lnsdìutlonål / Publ¡c

Commercìâ[

Coñmerciàl
commercìðl
lnstitution?l / Publ¡c

commerciål
commercial
Commerc¡al

commercial
Gmñerciãl
cômmeûi¿l
commerci¿l
Comm?rç¡al
comme¡ciãl
Cqñhercial
Commercièl
commerci¡ I

commerciði
commercial
cômmercîel
commercial
commerc¡àl
Inst¡tut¡onrl I Publìc

comñerciðl
commercìál
Residântiål
CoñmeEiål
çom6ercial
commerciâl
commerciâl
Commercial

Coñmerc¡rl

An 6a I le ry/Èlue u ñ/sæ stuc

P?rking(Arsoci

Àuiito.ì! ml,/a$embly Bldg

Auto showræñ a¡d Lot

Bank

cèrWash
church/Welf¿re/Relig 5ruc

Ltu o

Ccnv Store without Gðt

Ccnv stoæ wlth cas

ResÞuÉnt(Fõt Fæd)
Go,/emmen:at Seruice

Hospital
À/lort ua¡vlcemete ry/c¡e¡netory
PãrkìnB(ccmñercial Lot)

ParkinelGãEgeJ

Resuunnt/LcunSe
school(Pu bl¡ cl

school[Pr¡vate]

Seftice Slation
lavernlLounge
PoJt olfìcelPost seruice

vevÁñirul controlSroc
GræeryStorè
Dayc¡re cenler
Mini Lube
\ lårehoEe
High Tech/Hlgh Flcx

lndusÌrial Pêrk

Seryice Buildìng

lndu5tri¡ì(Gen Purposeì

lndustr¡al(Heavy)

Indu5vìål(Ligntl
Airferm¡æl and HanEeE

Mìni W¿rehouse

Tem¡nåliRail)
Terminali Mãrì¡e/comm F¡sh)

¡ ermrniltGfãr¡J
Termin¿l{Àutq/Bui/othêr}
utilily, Public

ut¡lity, Privae{Rrd¡oñ.v")
T€miþõilMarine]
Hisloric Prop{Res¡de¡æ!

Historì. PÞp{Cffice}
H¡stodc Prop(Retèil)

Hiitoric Prop{Ëatlorink)
H¡storic Prop(Loft/wêrchscì
H¡storic P.opiPark/8il¡b.d)
Hi5tôtic Prop{RelÉnter¡ô:n}

155

at7
159

161

Lg2

153

165

166

L67

1€a

177

7'12

173

179

180

183

186

3A8

189

x90

193
194

144

51

279
319

5S

t)z5a

39!1

394

595

50

833

610

2Lr

s4
llð

152

:l)9
44

2,652
181

9,466,L62

109,07c,375
36,454,æ4
29,26a,567

5,141,866

16,568,996

9,764,794

L191,785
!27,290,997

10,491,181

40,551,?30

72,69

2,503.91
836.39

114,04

380.37

210-30

z7-36

2,7e4-4Ê

22018
40.83

2,10.84

217.37

3,W7.22
382,66

111.99

380.14

7,r41-ß
804.64

51.70

39.15

263.06

I73,35
15.57

6,458.31
974.7+

922-69

1

4
2

47

7A

6

10

4
26

29

7

75

4
36

22
2

I
11

31

20

r77
60

1,133

44

229

268

1,062

93
331

515

98

91

4

I

5,7¿9.363

16.s59.116
311,2 13,46-l

35,05O,257

2,252,244
L;tos,2rè
5,685,811

3,536,639

1L4SA774
7,55r.188

678.1.51

281,323,850

47,459¡2r
4D,192,2U
52,394,466

6?,4L2,56e

63,625¿30
44,54ß,5Ð2

723,477,476

20,687,\3O

L6,a\4,45t
21,304,054

33¡95
9¡?.16,465

313.323,331

20,311,æ1
2.a,986,275

7,274,145
33¿895

195:

202

245

246
247

252
2Êr
267
263
264
266
267

272
273

275

276

2?7
279

z5
72
1
3

64

19

5
i.

12

72

6
190

8

1E

44

19

3

2

3

80

1a

4

iì

,
:

7

474.77

!6

4
I
5

7
10

11

64

7

51

2L

2

1

.

39

6

':

ï:

37a,274
13,320

26,n7
:;:

a.77

2tt.5a
¿192.91

¿c628
665"43

FCSGROUF

(42s) e67-1802

ParælscùFerdy
E(empt lelTimb6 ldl

Parcels iù
cfti6 [c]

Àcrs [b]totSquare Footate
lotal * ol
P¿rels [a]

De$r¡pt¡onÂssf8ned Laod Ue Cåm8ory

KCD 2015 Mcdel FINAL

PaGel

031

0-61

P¿ge 4 of 13
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
5uñmary of Customer Datåbase

AcæsGltulãted s¡ng squaE footêße d¿ta receiúed by 43,5É0 sq.ft per¡cr¿

lcl crtíes includes E¡umslaw, Mìlton, FedeEl Wây, PêcifiÇ Skykomish

[dJ Tlhber ac.ounts äre Ptopertyfype designãled "î' ãnd ¡ru nôtãvå¡l¿ble for Clnsesðtion DislriÊtÊharEes

[¡ Tot¡l pàrel' currently âwilðble lo char8e equ?15 Totèl ] of Percè¡s lesJ PáEêls ¡n cities,Jimbet ãeñpt
[Bl ./|dd€d 12i.,120 condounits lNbrunilstoÞl from Condoclmpfe¡ f¡le), sith 4869 ¡n exempt cities (bãsed on ¡ie @des)

9a%

!1
t

36,712
!,417
3,083

7,352

1C8

1l

?44
5f

84c,

¿a

87

1S

46

49

13

E¡empt [e]

3
5,

265,

rot
7
7

6t

'1 i

156

1

a

fmbe¡ [d]
Pã.æls ¡n

ctüÉ lrlAcr€s lbl

32.28

6.83

0.34

690,693.07

2,06?.98

6,420.63

5'397-81

2a7.64

9l:139

315.09

23i134
375-03

2,SOI.Z2

3,77O.7a

22L.65

77797
72,74
46.!7

119.09

27.42

1.01

24.43

14.09

10-31
a

Lor squæ Fæta8Ê

104,628,690

.i

297

1,255¿

9,4¡¡O,411:

89,863,302

122,O2þ,967

Tot3l * of
Par@ls ¡áJ

1

42,437

1,599

t6s9
!621

i
z
8

113

16

268
295

1.016

58

103

19

5

5

2LZ

5¿

1S

Historic Prcp{Vacãnt Lånd}

Vãc¿nt(Single-fami ly)

Vacè¡t(Mulli-f¿milyl
V¡G¡tlcommercial)
vãcan l(l nd striê l)
Rclcßstation
Ferest !ånd(Cl$eRcw 84.33ì

f orèst L¡nd[Des¡g-Rcw 84.3])
open Sp¡elcur U5ê-RCW 84.34)

Open Spãce{AEiìc-RCW g4l4)

Open Spaæ ]-mbr Land/6reenhelt
Easement

Rescrye./Wildemess Arêt
Rlght ol Wey/Ulility, RGd
Riwr/Gee k/Strea m
.;idelã¡d, 1* clas
iidel¡rd, 2¡d class
'¡Ënsferuble Dev RighÈs

WaterBody, F¡Êsh

shell structoæ
iged 

& Bæaktast

Rooming Hquse

FÉtenity/soro.íty House

H¡storlc

Descrlpt¡on

¿74
28C

299

300

301

316

324

326
127

330
331

333

335
335

3r7
339

340

.341

t4z
343

Àsl8ned lãnd U* Caletory

2

5
t

5
I
Ì.
1

7
6
6
7
Ê

Ë

6
b
6
6
5

6
z
2
1
1

coñmètr¡äl
commerdal
vâ{ðnt / U¡devcloped
veca¡t,/ Undevelgped

V¿c¿n1 / Undeveloped

vèGnt / Undevèloped

Vaqênt,/ Undereloped
Fêrested

Forsted
Foresled

Open Spaæ

opeî 5pace

Fo.6tcd
Open Sp¡ce

Open Space

Open Sp¡ce

opeô Space

Open Spãce

Open SÞãce

V¡GnÎ / Undeveloped

Cpen 5p¿æ

commeßial
coñmerciel
&6identlai
Rsidenti¿l
coñmerciðl

FCs GROUP
(42s) 867-180¿

KCD 2015 Model F|ñAL
parcel fa8e 5 of 18
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Land Use Categor¡es

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

KcD z01s Model FINAL

Land Use Summary

t9,187
tzt

2,799

M,705
2,343

;
¿

649,624

Parcels Currently
toE:<ernpt [e]

275

92,752

3

5,747

Timber [d]

:

2,0s8

2,O5992,974

Parcels in

Cities [cl
Acres [b]

51,282

2,292
20,254

T/5,Oe3

23,807

3,533

1,131 693

Lot Square Footage

2,233,836,219

99,859,7t7
882,246,631

33,760,862,936

1s3,896,179

1

1,037

717,û9

Total # of
Parcels [a]

634,574

21,787

150

3,274

54,598

2,748
278

T

æ...!.....-'''#
717,409

TOTAT

1 Resìdential

2 Commercial

3 Agrícultural

4 lnstitutional / Publ¡c

5 Vacant / Undeveloped

6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [other]
9 lother]
10 lorher]

Subtotøl

11 EXEMPT

Page 6 of 18



KING CONSERVATION DISTHCT
Rates & Charges Model
Allocation Bases

Functional Allocation Bases

17938

Customer Allocation Bases

100.0%

99.4%

95.4o/o

75.0%

50.4%

25.a%

o_o%

too.o%
700.0%

r00.o%

700.a%

roo.o%

99-A%

95.0%

75.0%

50.0%

25.O%

0.0%

too.o%
aoo.o%

700.0%

to}.a%
LoCI.a%

DireÇt / 99% lndirect
Direa / 95% tnd¡rect

Direct / 75% lndirect
Direcl /SO% lndirect
Direct / 25% lndirect

lotherl

llndirect

I Direct

lotherl[other]Iorher]

57,282
2,292

24,254
775,043

23,807

3,s33

No, of Parcels

t9,1,87

121

2,799

M,7As
2,343

:

Land Use Categor¡es
(Customer Classes)

lnstitutional / Public

Residential

lOtherì

n Space
/ Undeveloped

FCS GROUP

(42s1 867-1802
KCD 2015 Model FINAL

AllocBases Page 7 of 18
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KI NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Budtet

Farm Agriculture 1¡nds
Local Food System

Rural Farm Plann¡ng Seruices

Urban Fam Plðnning Seruices

Forestry Seruices (LJrban/Rural)

Shoreline ãnd Ripðr¡an 5eruices (Urban/Rural)

lu.isdiction-Fccused Fúnd

communi€tions, outreach. Advisory Committee
Landowne¡ lncentive Program

Subtot?l

Forestry
Locãl Food System

ßural Farm Plann¡¡8 Seryices

Urban Farm PlanninE Seruices

Forestry Seruices (Urban/Rural)
shorelìne ãnd R¡p¿tiàn seNices (Urban/Ruralì

lur¡sdiction+ocused Fu nd

Commun¡€tigns, Outreach, Adv¡sory Committee
Landowner Insentìve Program

sublotal

Upland llabit¡t
Local Food Syslem
Rural Farm Planning Seruices

Urban Fèm Pläñning Seruices

Forestry seNices (Urb¿n/nural)

shoreline and Ripär¡an 5eru¡ces (U¡ban/Rural)

Jurìsd¡ctioo-Focused Fund

CômmuniËtioñs, CutEach, Advisory Committee
LãnCowner lncentive Program

5ubtotal

Aqu¡t¡c Håbitat {F¡esh and Mar¡nel
Local Food system
Rura¡ Fðrm Plann¡nB seruiæs
urbañ Éerm Plannidg Seruices

Forestry Services {uÎban,/Rural)
Shoreline and Riparì¿n sefl¡ces (Urban/Rural)

lurìsdiction-Focused Fund

Comfr uoications, Oqlreðch, Advisory Comhittee
Landaw¡er lncenti!e Program

Sublot¡l

Wâter Quålity ãnd quant¡ty (StormMter, Flooding. etc-l
Local Food svst€ñ
RuÊl F¿rm Plänr¡ng sEruices

Urban Fãrú Plðnning Seruices
Forestry Seruiçes f Urban/Rural)
Sho.eline Ènd Ripar¡an Sewkes (Urban/ßurè1,

Judsdiction-Focused Fund

Communications, Outreach, Advisory Commlttee
Landowner ìnceñt¡ve Program

Sqbtot¡l

FCS GROUP

75,O%

75.0%

99.CTo

99.ty"

100.0%
loo.æ/ô

x00.tr/"
1@.070

100.0%
tæ.4v"
100.07.
100.0%

100.0%
100.0?á

100.096

LDO.Wo

100.0%
roo.ú/"
100.0%
100,0%

2a!15

548¿5
145,163

19,180
;

575,364
400.621

81,000

14426'a4S

54¿825

2L7 ì44
-r6,7ZO

575,364
za5,23Z

il0,500
209,296îï;fiõ

1J{ Dùecl / 39% lnd¡rect
2.5% Birect / 75% lndirect
25% Direct I 73% lndirect
1% Dùecr I 99% hdirect
1% Dir€ct / 99% lndirec-t

1'6 D¡reGt / 99% lnd¡recl
1% o¡rccl,/ 99% lnd¡rec!
5% Diræt/ 95% lndirect

1% Dirècr / 99% lnd¡tect
1% Þirect / 99% lnd¡rèct
1% Dìrect / 99% lnd¡rect
5% Direcl / 95% lndìrect
1% Oitecr,/ 99% lndìrect
196 Direct/ 99% lndÌr€ct
1% Difecr i/ 99% lodlrect
5% D¡rect / 95% lndirèct

X% oirert / 99% lndirect
1% Ai¡ecr1 99% lnd¡rect
114 D¡¡ect,/ 99% lnd¡rect

5% Direct,/ 959( lnd¡rect
1% Direst,í 99% lndi¡ect
1% tirect / 99% indirect
1% Dhect / 99% ìndircct
5% D¡rect1 95}i lnditect

196 Direct/ 9996 lndired
1% Ðirêct./ 99% lnd¡rect
1% D¡fesr / 99% lnd¡rect
lt¿ ûirecr/ 99% lndirect
5% oi¡ect/95% lndirect
1% Birect,/99% lndirect
t% Direct/ 99% lndirect
59{ oiræt / 95* lndirect

l% Direct 1 99% lnd¡¡€ct
1% Direct / 99% lndirect
1% Direct / æ% lnd¡rect
1% Dir¿ct/ 99% lndirect
1% Dk€ct./ 99% lndirecl
1% Dkect./ 99% lnd¡rect
1% Direct/ 99% lndirect
5% oirect / 95% lndircct

99.0Tø

ei.w"

99.0r4
99.O%

99.O%

9s.o%
99.0%
99.O%
99_û%
95.OV"

L.0%
25..O%

25.M
L,e/"
L0%
7.D%

LO%
5.O%

1,W
t.w"
1.e/6
5.Wo
L,VÁ
7.0%
t.vÁ
5.0%

7.VÁ
7.ú,â
L.O%

5.0%

7.O%

1-O%

L.0%
s.B%

1.O%

7.O%

t0%
7.æ/c

s,0%
r,w"
7.W
5-O%

r,o%
1,0%

1.O%

7.O%

7.Ov.

5-M

99þ%
99.O%

99.0.,6
95.0%
99.0%
99.VÀ
99.V/.
9S.VÁ

99.0%

99.D%
99.O%
95.0%
99.ú
99.úa
95-úo

100,0%

10O;0%

100.o%
7æ.V/o
100.0%
ro8.ú/"
100,0%
1A0.0%

LOO.O%

roq-úÀ
700.D%

100.0%
7@.O%
t00ll%
100.0P,6

].00.0%

99;û%
99.V/.
99,Wo
99.O%
99.0%
99,Ovo

99.0%
95.0%

100.0%

100.0%
1û0,0%

100.0%
100.c7.
100.0?6

100.CFl6

100.0y.

s 1,3&r,534

54,277
215,567
75,953

569,610
?-82,r79
40 095

198,83X

XCD 2015 Model FINÀL

BuCgêi

274,715
254,035

67,130

127,859
247342

81,000

72s4JA6

r59,827

302,086
20,250

-J9é91.g sE6,a47

$ s4.82s
L45,1.63

19,180

975,364
400.621

81,000
150,693

5 1,ô26,84s

$ s4,82s
¿t7 t744

76,720

11669

759,a27

5

36291
9,590

575,264
285,232

14,60¿

t,452

10.455

$ gs,sss

LO,465

s 1+180

363
96

,991

2,74L
63,509
76,183

202
l,OZl

7,991

777
607

z,aL3
810

44364

S 34,277
L43,

35,928

%494

1st,836

1l5s?

5 271,384
190,526
50,:48

126,580
27A,529

I
altoalion gas¡s

5 1,¿9{,786

159,827

11"669
60,?50

Mr,*7

36,¿91
9,590

759,827

302,086

¿0,250

Toìål Côst

5 274,125
254,035
67.130

rz7,a59
281,342

8r"000

2015 Budget

(42s) 867-1802

$ 1.436,711

Page 8 of 13



I 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Budget

FCS GROUP

(42s) 857-1802

lTls-l

I

bired

s 493,849

3,890
30,375,:]

$ zcs,ábri

77A,7A1,

þ,¿4J
4,795

lÀ¿irea

.9 7o6.1sa

534,544
54,436
1438s

11,669
91,125

I:16ÞI

100.ovo

100.0%
100.0%
LÐg.M
10s.oyo
toDlt%
100¡%
100.0%

DiÞd

75.Ø(
25.Wo

25.o%
25.Ð%
zs,o%
25.O%

25.,ØA
2s.út

lñdirêd

75.W,
75-O%

75.O%
75.O%

7s.o%
75.O%

75.A16

75,t%

Aloølion Easls

¿5% oirecl | 7s1ílndircct
25% Dûect/ 75!¿ lnd¡rect
z5t6 D¡fær./ 75% lnd¡rect

75% l¡d¡rect
75% hdirect
759l lndirect
75% lndir€Et

25% D¡rst/ 75% l¡dired

2s%
25ffi
25%
2S/'

Direct /
Direct /
oir€ct /
t¡Ìæt/

Total Cost

$ e4¡,544

7LZ,725
72,54t
19,180

15,558
121,5m

2015 Budget
-ECOnomf c SUppon lo u¡sll(lnErlanos-'""'

Loêl Food System
Rural Fam Planning Þilic*
Urban Farm Planôing Seryices
Foresìry sery¡cs {Urban/Rural}
shoreline and Ripar¡an Seruices (Urban/Rurãl)
Jur¡sd¡clion-Focused Fund
Commuôication5, Outreach, Advisory Committee
Landowner lncentiw Program

subtotal

x,096,500,

725,4t4
l)1,800
3ilr,654

t274,s85
7,296547

Ê 18¿019

85,646

22,632
15,983

35,800

16,699

33,210

4tEs9

914481

640,168

169,168

303,671

L,242,786

1,279,808

37!,789

L7,8%

11.t%

3,7%

5.2%

20.8%

21.L%

6,6%

13,6%

Tqtal Cost

1,096,500
725,8!4
191¡800

319,654

7,27A,i86

!,296.507

4I]4999

ì

.

.

Locâl Food System

Rural Fðm Plann¡ng Seryic6
Urban Farm PlãnningSeruices

Forestry 5eN¡ces f Urban/Rural)
shorelinr and R¡p¿rièn Seryiæs (Urban,/Rural)

Jurisd¡ct¡on-Focused Fund

Commun¡catiof, s, Outreæh, Advisory Comm¡ttee

Landowner ¡ncent¡ve ProgEó

KcD 2015 MoCel FIN¡{-

Budget Page 9 of 18



I 7938

K¡N6 CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Ratês & Charges Model
Fam .nd Ãtriculture tåõds

Ferm

Fam and

No beærìt

P¿rt_øl beûêfi1 comp¿Ed to othdclaset
r F II õrôñõdöñãl b.ñêrit.oñûãfèdto otherclðise'

Unh cost

5

)

$

1,Ut'l;
Lg77
f8417i
1.8417i

'i
*,i

35,336

5,155

8?.311

4,315

:ì:

s

s

Ad.¡usbd
AlloÈüon

Badt
5a0,469

19.187

rz!
2,799

44,705

2.343

;

ffit,Ez4

8e¡ent' ÁdJ'

taslgÉ

',2;
trt

13,

580;455

19,187

121

2,7'39

44,7A5

?,343

a

æ-o¡

Spãce

Uñdwelcpêd
/ Puþ[c

lârìd Uiè cåtegory

Uñkcosl
atrt P¿tcrI)

5
s
s
3
ç
s
s

o3375

0.i688

47

395

s
s

Alloattd Coel.üjfl'{{$
' Adl6Þd

Ãlloedon
BåEla

z90,23s

7,\72

Bêrêfl8 Ad¡.

taçlDr5

0
2
o
0
1

19,187

121
2,199

44,745

lãnd Use Cat¿8ory

/ PübIú

FCSGROUP

{42s) 8S7-18O¿

KCD2015 Mode¡ tlNÀL
NRP 1

P¡ge 10 of 18



I

17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Fqrcsfry

FCs GROUÞ
(¡¡25) 467-18[2

heÉlrt @mpaßd to othú de6

xsrn- lfu**ac'o
AdrBted
Âlloal¡or

l*is

1ã

2,343

19,181

Ugs
44,m5

NÈ of P¡relt

- 58q459
:s,187

72t
2,799

41;7aS

2,341

{":

lånd Use CatÈgpry

5F¡e
Undffiloged

Publk

q0304

0¡39¡
0.0609

¡i

J6 sharcAll4rdon

i;\

121

79;!27

2,79
44,m5
2,*3

.!;
'.{

L¡Bd U3e Cåte8gry

Space

UddevelopÊd

KCD 2015 Model FINAL

rRP 2 Pâge l1of t€



I 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Upl¿nd Hab¡r¿t

FCSGROUP

(425) 86-/-1802

No benetìt

Partiãl beñßfit @mp¡red Ìo othcrcl¡55e!

UF¡t C6I
UÆPoEzll

5

s
s
É

5

0.8806
a8806
0.8806
0,88t]6
0.8806

9l Shårc
Âd¡uñ
A¡bÉdonBenefÌts Adi,

Facto6

I
I
2

z

l.lo. of Parcels

Spaæ

undeveloped

Publ¡c

tand UsEcaÞtory

Unitcost

0,0r¿Ì1

û.m31

s
s
s
s
Ê
5
s

3

65

l-032
108

96 shæ

aì43

:

Alloatlon

o
L
I
I

19,1S7:

ur
2,799

44,705
z,r¿3;:

laûd U*c¡têBory

Spåc
I UnæreloÞed

/ Publ¡c

KCB 2OL5 Model Fll,¿AL

NRP 3
PaBE 12 ol 18



1 7938

KING CONSERVAT¡ON D¡STRICT
Rat€s & Charges Model
Aqu¡tic HaHtat fFresô and M¡¡¡nel

adueticHãbirrtlFreshandMarinel- lnd¡reEtBlnef¡tcosts S 13q1534

Unit Cost

þærPøeil

I
s
5

I
3

$

I

2.!87

¿tÐ7
2,t257
L7297

I
lÀloared c¡l9É Sh¿re

2,799

44,7A5

?-343

Be¡eflE Àd¡.

F¡cteE

I
2
z
¿
¡

lånd Use C¡teSorY

/ Undeloped
/Pubfic

0,0690

0.0690
&0É90
O,G¿5
0,0690

U0al Ca¡t

lær Pd@tl%sháe

177
19787

2

1

Be¡!fitsAdl-
FåctoE

Pãræ15Lard U5e cat ßory

/ undeveloped
I Public

¡CSGROUP

t425) 85-l-1802

KcD 2015 Model FINAI

NRP 4
P¡ge 13 of la



I 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
W¡tel Quallty and Queßllty {Stomwter,

FullomÞodio¡¡l beôef¡t 6l@€d io othêrclð5€t
Parl¡¿l benefit @ñpãred 1o other.lsles
Ho benêl¡to

t
2

?..2176

¿2116

Unlt Cos!

121

44,705

3,343

i

se¡efüs adj.
F¡ôrs

?
t
7
L

No. oftând Use cãte¡pry

,r'Undeveloped

Public

hil Col
hæt Pûætl

703
I

lrlz

86

J

Þ

)

s
s
s

9l ShåÞ

19,187
727

2l9s
aÃs3
2,¡43

Benefitc Ádi,
Fecb

5Fàce

Urd€veloped
/ Public

Lånd UsE Caæ8orY

FCSGROUP

(425) 867-r.8Ðr

KCD 2015 Model FINAL

NRP 5
Pãge 14of1A



'17938

K¡NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
E@oom¡G support to Wsrldng tands

to lands -

Nô beneft
p¿ rti¡l be¡efit tomp¡ Éd to other cl¡sres

Fxll nñûoáioÞl bpnefìt omgacd tp othqt elõscs

0
I
2

lrnlÈ Co5t

{F¡Pwlt

018,ß

r-i695
L1595
11696

742

3214

i

19,1E7

7

å
o
I

se¡ÊÌü Adi.

¡astoF

l/ Puùlic

SÞèce

;Land Us Cateaoat

Urlt Cost

0,3890
a.77A7
0.3890

o.3t¡9c

7A6s

Àd¡urc¡t
A¡lo6tion

B¡9}
290.235

9,594
721

1.400

d

1
1

1
0

B!ôefits Ad¡.

727

2,799
4¿Ja5

Þ¡d t ceCâhiory

I PublÊ

Sp¡æ

F6 GROUP

f42sl 867-1802

(cD z¡1s ti,,rodel FTNAL

NRP 6
P¡6e 15 of18



17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Un¡t Costs

FCS GROUP

{425} 867'1802

KCD 2015 Modd FINAL

Unit Costs

AveÉge

è

5

7.4494

$ ,å.

I r,r

95.
5¡
5;,

Io$erl

s
s
$

$

(

toÛ84toúerl

5

s
s
s
5
s

.åi

.i4:¡

I

I
é
(

5

s
(

For6tedOpen Spae

5 2.0104,

S 0.7111

5 os267l

S 2.1988,

5 zZ4Ez:,

5 0.9739i

veeÍtl
Publíc

)

) L.84.a7

0.6502

0.9037

¿1988

2.2482
1.5587

2.Ð92
0.6806

0.9037

2.1988

2,2482

',54T7

Agriúltural

r-8417

0,6502

0.8806

u.1988

2.?482
15587

CoEmeGÌBlRsidential

$

0.9037

2.1!¡88

2.2ÆZ

7.5547

l¡nd Us Cåtegor¡B

Farm and A8riculture Lands

Forestry

Upland Habitat
Aquatic Habitat (Fresh and Marine)

waterQuality and Quãntity {stormwâte¿ Floodin6 etc.)

Economie Supportto Working Lands

P¿ge 16 of18
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Klng Consewoiion Dislrlcl Rote Study Report

ApprNDX B: TrcHNlcAL ANAtYsls wlTH
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17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model

Fcs GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

tlse these línks to update your other re¡enues, exlenses, and Cost øllocstions, then view your calculoted rates'

K@ 2015 Model w Waterfront Separ¿ted

Pêge 1 of 18

m
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1 7938

KI NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model

FCS GROUP

l4zsl867-t8oz

KCD 201-5 Model w Waterfront Separated

Diagram

a.

Page 2 of 18

Who receives service

share (tutt, panial, or none)?

Who receives service

share (full, partial, or none)?

Type of service
provided

Who
share ?none)

serv¡ce
partial,

recetveS

(fuli,

Who receives service

share (futl, partial, or none)?

[:ñfrEñì

NEtfWEFTftffi FilEftTMTM

ffi ffi ffi ffiE@



17938

KING CONSERVAT¡ON DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Summary of Customer D3Þba5e

a
466

2S'18
48

3,351

57
)25

73

n
87

5

249

184
41

t?32
a4
14

o
2

4

6
7
a
9

11

lð

49

5!
55

56
57
5a

59

60

6l
64
96
70r
ao4

106

118

azz
126

130

1¡lu

141

14:I'
L45

r47
149

42L,4!9
6,568.

1,825:

79071
4,O74:

54'

5,680'
275

5,609

223

106

223
74

679

æ

2t,223 1O,OZa 411,791

6,480

1,889

4,018

5,539

ts68
r,o76

44

r21
116,266

1
I
1
I
1
I
I
I
¡
t
1
1
I
1
¡
1
I
I

z
1
¡
2
2
?
2
z
2
2
2
z
2
z
2

2
z

2
2
I
2
¿
2
.¿

2
6
2
2

Res¡deñl¡al

Residential

Rêsidentrìl

Resldcnt¡al

R$idêñthl
R6ideriì¿l
Residentiãl

¡esidentiâl
Rsldenti¡l
Residenti¡l
Re.identiãl
Residential

Resldenti¿l

Resideñt¡¡l
Residential

Rerìdentia I

Resldent¡al

Commercial

comñerciâl
Rsidentiaì
Rs¡denti¿l
Comñercia¡

Ccmmerclãl

comm€rcial
cohmercial
comñerc¡al
Commercial
comñeElel
Commerc¡al
ccmmercial
commerciãl
commerciâl
Commeß¡:l
commêftiãl
commercial
Comnercial
Àßicultural
Agrìcultußl
commeici¿l
coñme¡cìal
Commerriai
commerciàl
côñmerciðl
commeftiãl
comñercìêl
bmmErÉìel
Open Spaæ

commerciãl
CommeÈi¡ I

use¡¿one)

Duple¡

*t¡"*
s¡ngl! Fam¡ly{c/l zone)

Hoßcboðt
Mobile Homê

sinßle Famìly{c/l Ure)

ApãÊtrñt
Apariment{Mired ule}
Àpartment{Cæp)
Apartment(5ubsid¡zed)
ConCominium(Reridential) [g]

condoñln¡um(Mixed Use)

Tow¡hausc Plat

Mob¡le Hohe Perk

Condoml¡¡un{M tlome Pk)

Retireffint FacilitY

HoteuMotel
RehabiliËtlôn ceme.

Resìdence Hallþom
Group Home

ResodLodge/Retreãt
Nurslng Home

shoppjng ctr(Nghbrhood)
Shopping ctdc¡mmuõity)
Shopp¡ng CtriReS'þnel)

Shopping. CtrlMaj Retsìl)

Shopping CtrlsÞecialty)

Retåi lftl ne/Stri P)

Retõil Store
Retôil(Bie Box)

Reb¡l(Dlscqunt)

off¡ce Buildi¡g
office P¿rk

Medl€i/Deñtaì Offiæ
condomìn¡um{Offìæ}

Fãm
6reenlEe,lN rsrv,rHoft sM
M¡¡i¡&/Q!¿rry,/ore Proæss¡n¿

BowlingAiley
cã mpgbùñd
Dr¡v¡ng Range

Gólf Couße

Heallh club
Marina
Mov¡eTheãEr .

Park, Public{Zoo/Arbor)

PerlÇ PrivåtelAmFe Ctri
ski Areõ

4É2'947

\ae1
248

14{t

3

149

+s3g

201

35
1

I

¡

8E

12
18

7
2,7!O

29L 6
t4,28t

11

32

2r7

102

75

L2
4
I

797

48

35
Tt4

"13

7
3Z

54

49

33
7
7

48
2,6æ

42

102
2,947

A'1

612
1

4
1

2
7

5

15

9

7

2,894
46

1

5

l

1

I

r

73.

15

5

!1

1

3
145

1SfÌ

'ì
{.

8
4

30

FCSGROUP

(4251 867-1802

KCÐ 2015 MoCel w Wãterfiont Separated

Pãrcel

Not waterÍøtwat€rfroot fÂl¡Ì
garælsCurendy

lE empl felI¡mber fdl
Parcds ¡n

oÚes [€l
Total * of
P4cl3 [a]

D€srlpüonAslEned t¿nd Uæ Cate8oty

152

Pðge 3 of 18



1 7938

K¡NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
5ummary of Customer Dålaþa5e

commercìa¡

commercìal
Cormerc'al
Commercial

commercial
commerci¿ I

instìtutionðl / Fubllc

commerclâl
coðmerci¡l
coñmerciål
coñmerçi¡l
l¡stìtut¡o¡al / Publìc

Commerciâl

commêrciêl

Commerc¡al
comGrcial
coñftrciãl
lnlitutìonal / Public

comherc¡el
ComñeElal
Coñr€rciãl
lcst¡tulìonal / Public

commercial
commercial
Commeraìal

Commercial

Commercial

csñerciâl
cÞmmerciè I

ccmmer€ia f

Crmmerci"l
Commerc¡al
Commerciã I

CemmerciÞl

Crmñerciel
Comñ€rciãI
CÕmmerclal

Ccmmerclã¡

Ccmmerciel
lnstltuiiohal / Public

Crmmerc¡al

Comherciel
Âesldential

Commcrc¡al

conmercial
Corìmerclel
Commercial

Commeraiãl

Commercia

Art callcry/'Muscum/soc Sdc
Pa rkì ngiÂrsÕq)

Audiìo¡ium//Asrembly sldg
A!1o showÞom and Lot

B¿nk

cêrW¿rh
church/welf¿re/Relig 5ruc

club
ConyStore withoutGas
CanvStore with Ges

RcstâuErt{Fâ5t Foodl

Governnental iÉaice
HosÞibl
Mortu?ry/Ceñet€ry/cremãtory
Parkìng(coñmerci¡l Lot)

P¿rking[G!Ëge]
R6b!Gnt/Lounge
School{Publlc}

Schooi(Prìvate)

Sedice 5ut¡on
Taæm./Lo unae

PGt Offle/Port seP¡ce

Vct/An¡mal Contðl srw
Groæry sto¡e
DãVcre Centrr
Min¡ Lube

Wêrehouse

High Tech/Hish Fler
lndustriêl Park

seNjce Buìlding

lndustr¡è¡{Gen Purpose)

lndustr!¿fiHea!Tl

lndustrieliL¡gnt)

Sport

AirTe.minal ând Hangeß
Mihì warêho$e
Tèrminàl{.Râill

ferminal{Mari¡e/Comm F¡sh )

TerminallGÞ¡¡)
Teminal{Auto/sus/other)
Uti¡¡ty, Publìc

Util¡ty, Pr¡vãtc(RÈdio/T.V-)

Te¡min¿l{Marine}

Historìc ProÞ{Rêsidenæ}

Histor¡c Prop[offlce]
Historic PropiRebì1)

Hi5to.¡c P¡op{Eat/Drinki

H¡storic Prop(LofVW.reh5e)

Hisroric FropiPa¡vBilibrd)
Bislot¡c Prop{Rec,/Entè rtain}

69

1,,255

51

279

7,233
148

1oft

126

597

ta2

610

27X
99

t1!)
54

ila
152
¡lr9
4

1S1

312

L180
E2
196

478

I
47

742
133

205

r.56

160

7ãt
162
163

165

166

767

17r
!ì2

lAO

ra4
185

188
189

190

r.91

195

za2
zro
2i6
223
245

746
247
252
26!
262

za1
266

272

273

274

2?5

4
2

47

14

6
59
10

4
26

z9

26

4
I
3

40
36

4
a
5
7

1o

1t
3

64

¿

5

51

16

:

:

75

1

7

¡

5

5

!32
59

L,116
43

26?

)l

7,O57

713

93

f31
334

47

555

169

547

91

105

49

_o9

13s

t76
35

2,345

264
1.031

642
145
405

15

170

66

10

1

43

66
108
51

12

1

3
2

72

772
9

11

37

54

5

20*
36
64

19
4
5

t2
7

t:¿

6

190

35

85

51

1ß

44
8

2

80

13

4
2

51

106

6

26

1

3

t9

1

1

53

1

13

t8

L7

21

L
45

:

FCS GRÔiJP

{42s} 867-1802

Not watêrtiontÊxeopl feliTimber [d]
Pdrcel5 in

Cltles [c]

fotal * of
PaEels fâJ

Þe*ripuoDcodeAssígncd Land u:e CateBqry

(CD 2015 Model w W¿tefrcnt SeÞãËted
P¡rcej P¡ge 4 of 18



17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
5udmary of Customer Databãse

calcqlateC using tquare foot¡ge datã €ceived divided by

FG GROUP

âddil¡onal
4356o 5q . roL cer ecre

lcj cit¡es includes Enumcl?w, MiltÞn, F€deÊl uJãy, È¿cifi(, skykomìsh

lalî.b"."oornt "r¿prope.tyTypedsignat.d"'f"¿ndãrenotÀv¿ilableforconserctionDigtrictiharges

ïl Tot¡l pðrsels cureñtlY aE¡låble tc shà.ge eq@15 foÞl $ of Parcel5 les Pãræ15 ¡n Cities' Timber' Exempt

þ ldd"d fzf,rzo 
"ondo 

units (Nbrunitr totaì from coidocoñplexfife), wRh 4469 in exempl c¡ties lb¿sed on 2!Þ code5)

KCD ZO15 Modêl w wãterfron! 5epâÉted

No1 watertront

s

9

5
208

49

4

ZCll

!,372
3,020

1,292

waeriÞnt (Â¡l)

1

15

L2

62

¿

3,052
45

69

60

Parcel¡ Cuõetrtly
to

5

€43

13

4
11

1

36,719

3.O49

çs2

Êx€ñpt [e]

4

1

36

8
145

7
7
L

156

Timber [d]

2
1

2

z

Pâræls ìn

cjrl6 IEI

I
42,431

1.599

3,699

1¡621

]jl3
16

268

295

6:

33

53

2!2

,58

1-o!

fotal # of
Paræls [a]

r,€s(iption

Hislo¡ic Prop{våcãnt Ltnd)

vacan:{s¡n8ì*fåmilY)
Vac¿nt{Mult¡-f?milY)

Vacânl(commercìal)

vacent{lndustria¡)

ReforerEtion
Farsl !ðndiClas-Rcw 84.33)

Forert LandiDesig-Rcw 84.f3)

open Space(cur Use-RClV 84J4)

Open SpãceiAgric.Rcw 84.34i

open space Tmbr Lãnd/Greenbelt

Easement

Re5erre,/\¡,i¡ldemes Areã

RiSht oi Way^lt¡lity, Road

River/G.eklstæam
lideland, 15tcl¡$
Tideland, 2nd class

TEn5feEble Dev RiEhts

Wðtèr BôdY, Fresh

Shell structure
8ed & Breakfãst

Rcgm¡ng l{ouse

Frêternity/so¡ority House

Gas Stèt¡on

Hìstoric

Code

2AO

299
300
301

309

316

323

324
325
326

328

330

331

333

335

336

337

339

340

341

342
34f

s
5
t
'î'
,r
.t
6
I
.r
Ë.
6.
É.

:ô'
s.,

:S,,
b
6
:
.l¡ì

t

CommrEial
vacãot / Undeveloped

Vaænt / U¡devêioped
vâcant / Undêvelôped

vãcåot / Undeveloped

V¿cant / Uñdeveloped

Foaested

Fo¡ested
Fôreeted

open Space

oÞen Spacc

Forested

opên Space

Open Spaie
Open space

Open Spãce

OFên Spaæ

Open space

Vacåni /unJcveloped
Open Spåce

ccmærciål
Crmñerciål

ResidentÌal

t Rsideôlial
i'' coñmerci¿l

asdgned Land U* cãtegory

(4:,si 867-a.8sz
Parcèl

Pege 5 of 18



I 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
land Use Categories

FCS GROUP

{425) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Modei w Waterfront Separated

Land UseSummary

Not Waterfront

18,658

742
2,745

47,461
2,090

t+s97

Waterfront (All)

529

9

54

3,244
253

649,624

2,799

44,745

2,343

79,187

L27

Þ(empt [dl

24,477

1,604

27

310

5,747
3tz

'""

32,752

Timbe¡

1

2,059

2,058

Parcels in
C¡t¡es [c]

29,627

996

2

r.65

2,088

93

3

777,409

Total # of
Parcels [a]

634,574

21,787

150

3,274'
54,598

2,748
278

use

2 Commercial

3 Agricultural
4 lnstitutional / Public

5 Vacant / Undeveloped

6 Open Space

7 Forested

I l0ther]
9 [Other]
10 lother]

suhtotal

11 EXEMPT

Page 6 of 1.8



I 7938

KI NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Allocation Bases

Índin

99.4%

95.0%

75.0%

so-0%

25.AoÂ

O.0To

too.o%
LOO.O%

100-0%

toa.a%

s0.0%

75.0%

100.0%

o.oPl"

1.0%

s.o%

25.@/o

DirestAllocation Bases

All lndirect
t% Direcl / 99% lndirect
5% Direct / 95% lndirect

25% Direct / 75% lndirect

50% Direcl / 50% lndirect

75% Dieect / 25% lndìrect

All Direct

lOtherl
[Other]
IOther]
[other]
ifOtnerl

Customer Allocation

FCS GROUP

{42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Sepârated,

AllocBases

IOther]lOtherl[Other]
Waterfront
Parcels

18,658
tr2

2,745,
4L,46r

2,0:O:

10,508

529
9

54

3,244
253

Waterfront
Parcels

255,483

51,282
2,292

2A,254

775,043
23,807

3,s33

No. of AcresNo- of Parcels

2,799

M,705
2,343

72]-
t9,187

nstitutiona[ / Public

mercial
ultural

/ Undeveloped
pen Space

Land Use Categories
(Custorner Classes)

Page 7 of 18



I 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Budget

i Fam ¿nd
Local Food System

Ru¡al tãrm Plõnn¡ng seryics
Urban Fàrm Plènning seru¡ces
Fore5t¡y Seruices lUrban/Rural)
Shoreline and RìF¡riðn 5ery¡ces (Urba¡/Rural)
Jrrisd¡ctioô-tocusd Fund

communicãtion5, ootreach, Advisory Committee
Þndowner lncent¡ve ProgGm

5ubtotal

For6lry
Locl Food System
Rural Farm Planning Services
U.ban Farm P¡anning 5eN¡æs
Forestry 5eßices {urban/Rurai}
slìorelin€ and Rìparian seryices (Urban/Rurèll
Jurisdiction-Focused FunC

communications, Outreaci, Advisory Committee
:-andowner lnceñtive ProgEm

Subtotai

Upland HabÍtat
Local Food system
Ruröl Fam Plðnn¡ng 5eN¡ces
Urban Farm Planniîg seruiæs
Forestry seN¡ces (Urb¿n/Ruràl)
Shorel¡ne ãnd Riparia¡ services {UrbanlRural}
Jur¡sdiciion-Focused Fund
CommuniGiions, OutrÊ¿ch. Advisory Cammittee
Làndowner lncer¡ive Prcgram

SubtoÞl

Aqu¿tic Habltat {Fresh and Madnê}
Local Food System
Rura¡ Farm Plann¡ng Seru¡ces
Urb¡n Färm Plãnning Seryics
Forest¡v Seryic* lUrbân/R!ral)
Shoreli¡e and Riparian Seryices (Urban/Rural)
Jurisdirtion-Focwd Fund
Communìcationt Outreach, Advisory Committee
Landowner lncentive Prcgram

subtobl

water Qual¡ty and quant¡ty {stormwater, Floodin8; etc.}
bcal Faod System
Rural Farm Plann¡nB Seruics
Urban Farm PlanninB Services
Forestry services (Urba¡/Ruraì)
SirorelÌne and Ripari¿n Services (Urban/Runll
I urisdictìon-Focused Fund
CommuniÉtions, Outreach, Advìsory Committee
Landowner lncentive Progrðm

Subtotål

FC5 GROUP

(425) 867-1802

l-l-ã's --1

1% D¡rÈct/99% lnd¡rect
25% Þirect/ 75% ¡ndirect
25% DiGct,/ 75y. lndirect
1% Diresì / 99% lnd¡rect
l% D¡rect / 99% lndired
1% Direct / 99% lndirgct
t% Ditôct I 99% lndirect
596 Direct/ 951¿ hd¡rect

1% Direct,i 99% Ind¡recr
7% Dìtct',t I 99% leditecl
1% D¡ræt/ 99% lndirect
5% D¡rect/95% lndlrect
¡.% Di rect ,/ 997o I ndirect
1,6 D¡re6t,/ 99% lnd¡rect
1% Direct,/ 99% tnd¡rect
5% oirst / 95% lnd¡rest

1Yô Dircqt,/ 99/o lnd¡rect
1/¿ Direct/ 99% lndkect
1% O¡rect / 99i6 indireçt
5% Diret/ 95% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% lnd¡rect
1% D¡recl / 99% lnd¡rect
1% Direct/ 99% lnd¡rect
5% 0irect/ 95% lnd¡rect

1% Directl 99,6 lodirect
1% Direct / 9996 lndirect
1% Direct/ 9996 lnd¡rect
1% D¡rert/ 99% lnd¡rest
116 Diræt/ 9996 ¡ndirect
1% D¡rst / 99% lnd¡recl
l%'D¡rect,/ 99% lndirect
1% Dirêct/ 99% lndìrect

l% D¡¡ect / 99% lndir€ct
116 Þirecl / 99% hdirêct
l% Dired / 99.,{ lnd¡rect
l,6 ÞirerÌ /99t6 lnd¡feEt
1% Dlrect I 99% lnd¡rect
1% D¡rect / 99% lndirecl
19á D¡rect/ 99% lnd¡rect
1% D¡reã1,/ 99% lndirect

55,671

I s72,041

S s4,277
a43.777

18,989

s69,610
396,6!4
60,190

749,786

5 L4la576

S s4,z-71

2L5,567
75,953

¡141,541

36,29r
9,590

159,827
,;

302,086
2A,250

5A6,647

54,825
14s,163

19,180

575,364
4€,O,621

81,000

7,426,845

5 s4,82s
217,744
76,720

s75,3U
285,232
40,500

99.Wø

99-0%
99.O%
95.0%
99.O%

99.VÁ

99,0%
95.0%

99,eÁ
75.VÁ
7i-o%
99.ÐYo

99,0%
99.0%

99.0%
95.0%

99.4%
99,O%

99.0%
9s.0%
99.0%
99.O%

99.O%
95.0%

25.0%
25ß%
L.V/.
r.vÁ
t.ú.
r.o%
s-Ðo/.

t.tÁ

5-Oo/o

7.Ð%

!,Ð%

s.vÁ

1,0%
t.o%
!.o%
5.D%

7,VÀ
Læ/"
7.O%

5.V/.

1.VÁ
7.V,4

7.e/o
r.o./.
7.0T6

7-O%

LA'/i
1.0%
t.o%
7.O%

L.VÀ

1.0%
1.O%

\00..o%
100.e/ó
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
10a.o%

100.0%
700.4%

7AO.ù"
704.o%
aoa,o%
1û0.0f¿
loo.e/o
roo.oô/"

100-0%
100.0%

100,0%
100.0%
700.ú/.
100.0%
700.t4
xao.v/"
100.û%
100.0%

too.v.
100.opf
7ÐD.ú/.

100.æ/6

100.0%
7to.Ð%

7AO.O%

100.0%

70a.v4
100.0%
100,0%

100.0%
100.07ô

70O.0/ø

100.0%
100.0%

151.835

11,552

422,161

35,928
9,494

151,836

)

s

æ9,065
20,o47

99.0%

99.O%

99.úÁ
99-V/õ

99.O%
99.A%

99-æÀ
99-D%

99.O%
99.Ð%
99-O%

99.O%

99.VÀ
99.O%
99.O%
99.0%

s

$

569,610 5,754

5

Kco 2015 Model w Walertront SeFarated

Budget

274.725
254,035
67,730

727,859
247342
81,0@

I,294;za6

a

11,669
50,750

O.fÞd

2,74r
53,509
L6,741

7,279
2,813

$

7,991

777

Ird;?d

5 271,384
r90,s26

50,348

27A,529
80,190

Alloction Bãs¡sTotãl Cost

s 274,125
254,035

67,130

127,859
281,342

8X,000
209,296

S 7,294,786

159,927

11,669
60,750

209,¿96

5 441,t1

9,590
159,827

;
302,086

20,250

sE6¡647

5 54,82s
145.X63

19,r80

s75,364
400,621
8t000

150,693

S r"426,845

s 54,82s
2L7,74
76,72Ð

575,364
285,232

¡10.500

S L459,68o

40,u95

1,459,5A'

Pace 8 of 18



17938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Budget

FCs GROJP

(425) 867-1802

2015

KCÐ 2015 Model w Waterfront sep¡r¿ted
Sudgei

S iLz,z2s
72,587
19,180

1sJs8
12L500

S 94L5¿¡4

i Tóh]
$lûated côst

Dird

235.386

¡,890
30,3?5

s 178,181

18,14s
4;79s

1L669
91,125

100.0y,
7BD.úÁ

100.07"
tgo.úÁ
100¡96
7OO.V/ø

rso.v/.
100,0%

z5.o%
25.æ/o

25.ú.
z5.o%
25.o%

25-a%
25.O%

25.O%

75,O%

75.A%

75.O%

75.O%

75.O%

75.úÁ
75.9%
75.ú/o

Alloø1¡on E¿sis

25% Ðire(t/ 75X ¡ndirst
25% birect / 75% lndire€t
25% Dired./ 75% lnd¡rect
25!6 ohect.l 75% lndirect
25% Direct,/ 75% lnd¡rect
25%.D¡Êct / 75% lndired
25% D¡rect / 75% lndlrect
25% Direct / 7594 lndirect

T€lal Co5t

941,544

7i2,725
72,587
19,180

a

15,558
121,500

!

RuÊl Fam Plãnning 5eryics
Urban Farm PlanningservicÈs
Forestry swices (U tban/Rural)
Shore¡ìne and R¡parian sewics (Urba¡/Rural)

Ju¡¡sdictlon-FocGed Fünd

Comhunicètion9 Outreach, Advìsory Committee
Landowner lnæntive Program

subtotal

s r"096,500

725,8L4

191.800

319,654

t278,s86
r,Ð6,507

404¡999

18¿019

809,722

914Æ1
640.168

169,168

303,671

1,26sß00
L,279,8O8

37r,7a94C4899

r,274,586
r,296,507

1,096,500

725,874

x91,800

319,654

LoGl Food Sl/stem

Rurãl F¿m Plånning Seruiæs

Urban Fam PIðnning Se¡vices

Forstry 5eruices (Urban/Rural)

Shoreline ðnd R¡pårian Seruiæs {Urban/Runl)

Jur¡sdiction-Focused Fund

Commlniat¡on5 outreðch, Advisory Committæ

Landcwner lncent¡ve P¡ogÊm

Pas€ 9 oF 18



1 7938

KI NG CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & charges Model
F:rtl'|rridâgter{!¡¡rt t¡n&

Fãrm and Arriculture Lands - lndirect Benefit Costs $ L196ég' ' ' .

No bÈnefìt

PaÉi¿l b€nef¡t cohFeÞd 1ô othèt dãsss

unlt Cod

'6ShaE
Alloedon

t
2
2
z

Brnefits AdJ-

Fado6
No-

121

19.187

2,799
44,705

2,343

t¡od Uæ CaÈ8orY

.n

s
)

s

72r

'..'

\Ð2

0

0
0
1

Bêneflts Adi.
Fãfutsbnd Use çãtegptt

Public

Spae

KCD 2015 Model w Waterftont sepãÊÈd
NRP 1

FCS GßOUP

{425i867.1802
Påge :o of 18



Påni¿ I be¡efìt compa E d lo othe¡ clr s56

Forestry - DirectEenefitCo-qts ....,..;r,ir**rå¡;;;SIIS**
'Ea 

!¡!!qt! 
'irñ'..-.--W"-

I 7938

KING CONSERVATION D¡STRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Forestry

FG GROU P

Unil ø5t

5

$

)

s
5

0.6502

0.ss02
0.6502
0.6502
0.6sû2

96 ShaEAllorat¡!n

5
I

t.
T
t

l€neñts Adf
F¡doENo. of Parels

Uñdeveloped
Publi€

Lând usE CâtËßory

UñltCost
Púcell

s
5

¡

i361
143

¡

%5h¡r¡A¡lo@tiort
BêìefiB Adl-

F¡doñ

19,187

44,703
2,343

l¡¡d U* C¡Ègory

KCD 2015 Mode¡ w Wãtetfron¡ sep¡E¡ed
P¡ge 11 of 18

NRP 2
{42S) 857-18û2



1 7938

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Upland Hab¡t¡t

No beÉin
ParlÈl benefd comp¡red b otherclases
Full Þr5rcrlioüi benêfît øñoârcdtootherdãseg

0

1

z

unit cost
lpat Pdrcetl

o.m5
0.8806

0¡806
0,8et6
0.8806

0.8806
44,705

L343

8en€f¡B Adr.

F¡doß

:
?

19,187

LZ7

Ð¡Êe
/ undreloped

Pub¡È

lånd Uæ Cãteto¡t

UñIt CDst

lp6PE cêrl

a0¿31
0.0231

0,0¿31

o.0462

x shr¡e

61

1,4{Þ

2235¡
2FqZ

Bõef¡teAdl
FæbE

$.

L2341

rì

79157
r27

2;199/Psbtic

SFce

FCS GBOUP
(425) 857-:.S02

KcD 2015 Modêl il wate*oñt SepaEìed
NRP 3

Page 12of 18



1 7938

KING CONSERVATION D¡STRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aqu3ìlc Hab¡tat {Fresh ðnd Marioe} Pañial benefì1 coñpàrêdlootherciåsses

0

¡

4c,57r
744

5,969

90,155

4,545

)
5

s

5

5
5

XShere

. 0.009

3/.74%
2a7%
o¡z%
o.44
6.3A&

0.32*
0.00*
0.00"1

0,009i

adlured
Állocâlitn

569,961

18,658

alz

41,461

¿,090

:

Benelt5 ad).

Fa(oE

2

z

2

63:

2,745
¿1,461

rTo

Land UreCãteß9ry

/ Public

2L745
2.f745
21745
z \745

t nil Cost

$

s

s

1,150

¿o

:t1.,
7,AS4

TO

%Shre

14 551'

649,e4:

Adl6tEd
Álloelion

10.508

529
9

s4

3,244

253

:

Seneit5 Ad.l-

Pa@ls

!¡lalerfrcÃt
L¡nd Use cåægpry

/ Publìc

Costs

UrlrCort
lpc¡ Pdtæll:

401

z
59

895

.''

s

s

s
s
s

56

9,329

t"373
20,731

1,045

Ádjusled

Allocal¡on
Bcnefits adj.

Ëatu6

r72
2,745

41,461
2,O90

Not
wâlerfÞntlând Use c¿te8ory

ñêrciål

Sp¿ce

lJndevelopeC

Publß

s

5

0.0432
0.û215

0.0432

'i

Urit Cost

lpù Pcß¿l)

5
s
5

s
s
$

0

2

5hâre

. 1¿97s

Ad¡!eted

Alloc¿tion

10,508

9

54

7,522

senef¡E Ad.¡.

FâclDß

I
,.
2
z
¡

,1,591
6!¡9,e;2Ã

WãlcrfÞnt
Paace15

10,508

529

9

3,244

ÞndUse celegory

Èommercial

Agricuh!Þl
lnttitùlio¡ãl / Pub l¡c

va€nt / undeveìoped

þpen Spa@

Forested

lotherl
lotherl
lorherl

Rsidenti¡l

FG GROUP

{425) 867-1s02

KCO 2015 Model w W¿terfront SePåaled

NRP 4
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KING €ONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
W¡ter quality and quantity (Sto¡mMter, Flood¡ng,

Nc benefit

P¡dìal benefit comp¡red io other clàJJet

Füll ¡rodod¡on¡l bencfit coñDated 1o othe¡ cht5s

â
I
2

lpet Po@ll
Unll Cost

2 2245

2"22.45

5

$

5

s
5

$

s
t

Lt67,a7)
41.S05

249
6,106

9¿,230

4,649

9t

% Shaæ

8f .7L%

z8l*
o.1zyl

6.38r,
0.12%

0,0091

0.001

t,æet

649,624

Àdjdcd
Allo6ùof,

569,9ôr
18,658

112

2,745

4rA67
2,090

senetibÁd.j,
tã€106

635.027

Not
waleafroñl:

Pãr.ck '

569,961

18.658

2J45
41,461

2,09û

OTALPåfte¡s

bnd U5!Ceþ8ory

lesidènlìãl
¡ommerciãl
njgrìcuhural

fFi¡¡tùtiônåi/ Pubii(

vac¿nt/ Uûdev€loped
bpen 5pace

FoÈrt€d

lothe.]
[o$er]
IoJhùl

t ñit Cost

IJtí Pørcêl I

2.2245
2-2245
2.2245
2.¿245

:

1,177

æ
7m

7.27q

t

0

AdJßt€d
Alloat¡on

ßã<h

10;508

9

s4
1244

253

lL.5q7

8enefib Àd.¡-

¡ðdoE

2
2

2

PårÉcls

WaterfroÞt

10,509i

s21

54

3,244.

99,44

land UseCãÞgory

Res¡ds¡liel
conmercìa¡

Agriculturål
lnstitd;o6¡l / Public

Vã6nt /lJndeveloped
ppenSpãcE

Fsrsted
þth€rl
[Orher]
fr*rl

0.0s2
c.0443
c.0221

c 044¿

unircot
(ltèr PaE¿l I

o
2

n
11

%Share
adJuiÈd
Allo6tlon

lOJOE

529
9

1,622

:
:

r2 !?q
3fo¡¡9

Ben€fils Àd¡.

Fâctoß

t
:

l

n

14J97.

wâtcrhont
Pãraè19

10,56
529

9

s4

3,244

r¡nd Uæ caÞgpry

lotherl
lotherl
lorherl

i$¡dèönãl
cofi ñercìàl
AericuftuEl
lnsiitltionãl / Public

YàBnt/ undeveloped

0pen 5pà@

Forested

UñltCod

lper Patæt I

s 0.0221

S û.0221

5 o.0zz1

I 0.0221

s 0.Ð22i

s o.o2z7

s's'

ç. ao22a

ÀllodtedCosl

s-.
q. rÁ.Þ¿

s
5

5

s

1¿547
412

2

61

916

6a32*

A6 231/¿

2-8?.:j,

o.o27.
g4z%

0 co?l

D.Ae;
!.c0r4
a.cv,4

",4 SlBte
AdluÍed
Alloal¡otr

a¡dr

: 31751¿

¿u,9&r

1,373

m,lJr
1,045

BeîenEÂd.¡.
Fadô6

Not
WatÊrfront

r 635"Qì7

559,961
18,658

7!Z
2,745

4\461
¿090

bnd llse &tegory

Re5ìdenrìal

commercisl
Ag ricultu rå I

lnstilutioñl/ Pub¡ic

ü¿cant / Undryeloped
opËn Spè@

19the:l
fct¡l ñoi Wrtôi{¡úh(

Forested

lother¡
lOthe¡l

FCSGROUP

{425} 867-1802

RCD 2015 Model w Wåterfront sepðÞted
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KtNG CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
E@nomlc SupÞort lD Worling Lands

5e¡.

Pa¡tiâl beoefi t compåíed 10 ûther dèses

¡lnltCost

5

s
s

s

zz,4Å2

i,274

1.370

t6 SfiæAlloøtlcn
asnefiE Àd¡.

f¡rtorul,ånd t * Cate€orv

5pæ

¡/ Pubì¡c

$
s
5

Unlt Cost

716s

1,089

!,:

5
ê

sh¡c
ÃdJu3l¿d

AlloËlioo

121

1"400

Få&F ì

Bcnetlts Ad.

19,llr7

2,799
44,7t5
2,3415pa@

lJndeveloÞed

Publ¡r

I.¡nd lrs. Qlegory

FCSGROUp

{425} 867-is02

XCÞ 2015 Modcl wWatlrfroôt sçpà@ted
NRP 6
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & CharBes Model
tJnit CosE

FCS GROUP KCD 2015 Model wWaterfront Separated

Unìt Costs

9-4679

Averâge

s

s
,s

is
3

L993X
0.6797

0.9031

2.1960

L2466
L4434

Ei

lOthe¡i

Ì

s

5
s
5

s

ë

t

I.

[Other]

s

lother]Forest€d

liÐ''t

(-.
t-.

(-
(-
S¡,

3 9-0647

ipd.-r\lÉwry

Open Space ,

2.0104
0,7111

0.9267l

2.1960i

2.24661

0.97391

s
5

$
Þ

is

rS

S 7.858s:

vâcant /
Undeveloped

i

ì

LVaT.l
0.6806,:

0.9037::

2.1960i:

2.2466,,

:

s
s

s
s
s

s 93!

lnlitutionall
Public

L&I1,
0.6502

0.9037

2.1960

2"2466j'

15587!

5

)
Þ

5
ê

5

Agricü¡urBl

$

I
s

s
(

2.1792
0.6806

0-9037

zJs6a
22466
r.94n

s 10t538

Commerciel

5

$

s

1.8417

0.6502

0.8806

2.1960

2.2466

1.5587

.g 9-J1!t( qsg6n

Rsidential

5

)
s

5

s

2_0104

0.6806

0.9037

2.7964

2.2466

1.5587

land Use Categor¡s

Farm and Agriculture Lands

Forcstry
Upland Hebîr¿t
Aquatic Hãbitãt (Fresh and Marine)
Water Quality and Quantity (Stormwater, Flood¡n& etc.J

Econom¡c Support to Working L¡nds

AveGge

1.9931

o.6797

0.9031

2.2128

2.2638
]'4494

s

í

.l.i ,o.'"n 
[.] 

,*,,"n 
l:: 

,'n"u

55 .,,

Forested

s 9.11

openSpae

s
$
5

$

$

z.o\
0.7111

a.926')

2.2L76

2.2687

o-9739

s 7.8685

veant I
LJndevelopê¡

7.84:',V

0.6806'

0.9037

2.1960r

2.2466',

$

s
s
5

s
5

s

lnstitut¡onal,/
Public

1.84!7:
0-6502

0.9037j

2.2776

2.26ail
L5587:

ê

5

I

s

g 10.1974

AE iült!ral

$

5

$

s

$

2-A792

0-6806

09037
2.2776

2.2f87

Ls4n

CommeÌc¡al

s
s
$

$

5 LU|T
0.6502

08806
2.2176
2.2647

1-5587

Rsidential

)
)
I
s

2.2687

1.5587

2.0104

0.6806

0.9037

Land Use CateEori6

Farm and Agriculture Lands

Forestry

Upland Habitat
Aquât¡c Habitat (Fresh end Marine)
Water Quãlity ef,d Quantity (stormwãter, Flooding, etc.)

Economic 5upport to working Lands
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Allocated costs by Customer Class

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w WÊterfront SepaËted
Alfoæted Cósts

1000091

TOTAI

S 1,294,786

s 441,541

$ s85,647

$ 1,394,544

S 1,426,636

s 941,s44
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0.00%

lothetl

s,
0.00

lotherl
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s-

lotherl
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Þ.
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$

$
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Econom¡c Support to Working Lands
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5 55J4s
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Râtes

cålsulated Rates and Rryenue Reconcil¡ät¡on

NetnevenuesNeededfromnot6 $ 6,151,042

R¡ts to be Ch¡rsed and Rèvenue Calculetion lBÀsÊD ON MÁXIMUM RATEI

Est¡mated Revenue Loss
.

. FCSGROUP

(425) 867-1802

ßËfl
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5
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s
5
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KcÐ 2015 Model w Waterfront Separated
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Ki ng ücnservoti n
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2A15 Rotes & Chorges

Presented by: John Ghilorducci

{.¡} FCS GROUPY Solutìr¡ns-Oricnrccl Consultìn¡;
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Generol Approoch

l. Define Noturol Resource Priorities (NRPs)

Form ond Agriculture Londs

Forestry

Uplond Hobitol
Etc.

.

a

a

2. Allocote NRPs & Associoted Costs betw
& lndirect Service Piovided

3. Evoluote Customer Types Served by NRP

4" Colculote Rotes by Customer Type
Boseline scenorio
Woterfront distinction

een Direcl

a

I
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Who receivesservice
share {tult, partial, or none}?

Type of service
provided

Who receivesservice
share (nrll, partiaL ornond?

ffi

HflGTd
M

f*FCS GROUPt 
*'lu¡ions-()tirntcrl Lr:n-sulling,
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Customer Bose

t The lond use cotegories ore bosed on the present
use of eoch pCIrcel in the King County porcel file

I There ore o number of porcels thot ore exempt
from the chorge
/ 32,97 4 parcels in cities that hove "opted out"

. Enumclow

. Milton

. Federol Woy
¡' 2,059 timber porcels
{ 32,752 other exempt porcels

il There ore o totcll of 649,624 porcels thot ore
currently ovoiloble to chorge

. Pocific
** Skykomish

GROUP
(lonsuttin¡¡
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2 l5 District Budget
'**, ' Cost Recovery

¡eeded

Foim ond Agriculture Londs ' $ 1,294,786

Forestry

Uplond Hobitot

Aquolic Hobitot (Fresh ond Morine)

Woter Quolîty ond Quontity (stormwoter, Flooding, etc.)

Economic Support to Working Londs / Food Syslem Support

$ 441,541

$ 586,647

$ 1,426,845

$ 1,459,ó80

$ 941,544

$ ó,1 51,042'Grond Tolql

I}FCS GROUP- Þrrlr¡lù¡-çt-lrit'nlt<l C<xtrultinrl
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Rotes lRevenue Requirements

lculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

Calculated

Per

s

s

s

$

$

s

s

9.6004

9-378t
10.1582

9.401'2

-7.8201

e.0691

Land Use Category

lnstitutional/ Public

Vacant / Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

Resident

Commercial

cultural

580,469

79,L87

tzt
2,799

4,745
2,343

No. of Parcels
TOTALRevenue

5

s

5

s

$

s

:

r79,937

1,,229

26,3t4
349,598

27,249

5,572,

{Þ FCS GROUP- $,rllrtirrrrs-()ricntctl (.rxrsultin¡;
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Rote Limit

Rotes CIre odjusted proportionclly such thot the
highest rote is $10.00 per porcel, os per stotute

Fates to be chnTFed and ReJenïe cahYlî,-tlJrn*lFêfl"EP 9lllJl4ÆflYVM.ßA-IEl , ,

GROUP
l.)r¡cnlc'(l Consultirrg

L0.0000

Maximum Allowable

9.2320

10.0000

9.2548

7.6983

8.9279

5

$

5

s
5

$

9.4s09

. Calculated

Itates Per Parcel
land Use Category 

i

Residential

Commercial

lnstitutional / Public

acant / Undeveloped

Open Space

Itural

580,469

t9,L87

tzL
2,799

.M,705

2,343

æ9,624

TOTAL Revenue

5

$

s

s

s

777,135

t,2]:o
25,9U

3M,154
20,9t8

CS
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Estimoted Revenue Shortfoll
,

Bosed on budgeted progroms/servÏces ond the

$.l0.00 per porcel rote limit, revenue will foll short of
budgeted expenditures

Estimated Revenue Loss
:

GROUP
()ricn¡r'tl Cr ¡n-.ulti n-tl

5

5

5

5

s

5

(0.1460)

(0.1s82)

(0.1464)

(0.1218)

(o-14L2)

(0.14ss

land Use Category

Residential

Commercial

nstitutional/ Public

Vacant/ Undeveloped

ricultural

pen Space

580,469

19,!87

tz7
2,799

M,705
2,343

nReve

5

s

$

s
5

s

(410)

15,M4t,
(331)

(

96,(
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Rotes lRevenue Requirements
wifh Woferfront Dis tincfion

Cå Reven e

s
s

$

s

s

9.4t73

9

7.8685

9.1084

Calculated Rates Per Parcel

5

s

s

s

s

9.3737

10.1538

9.3968

7.8685

9-0647

i¡

nstitutional/ Public

acant/ Undeveloped

identi
rcial

tural

n Space

l¡nd Use Category

10,508

529

9

54

3,24
E3

569,961

18,658

L1.2

2,745

4L,461
"¿090

s
s
s

s

s

!79,876
11229

26,3U
35t,763

21,250

7gl

$

$

s

s
s

4,982

92

510

25,526

2,3U

s

s

s

s
s

5,469,327

L74,894

L,!37

25,794

326,237

18,945

ROUP
.d Conrultirrç



I 7938

Rate Limit
with Woferfronf Dis tincfion

Rotes ore odjusted proportionolly such thot the
highest rote is $.|0.00 per porcel, cls per stotute

to be and Revenue Calcu

5

5

s

s

$

s

9.4530

9-æ50

10.00æ

9.2576

7.7L62

8.9320
j:;¡:

s
s

$

s
s

9.L922

9.9572

9-2LÆ

7.7162

8.8892
t

Calculated

nstitutional / Public

aant / UndeveloPed

ntied

mercial

cultural

n Space

täiceÍi

WsterÍront

569,961_

18,658

tLz
2,745

4L,Æl

¿0s0
,¡,

No. of
NotWdterlrant

5

s

s
5

s

5,Æ4761
176,393'

L20s
25,795

34ø,952

20,838

5

s

$

s

5

s

488s
90

500

25,031

2,260

$

5

5

5

$

$

25,295

319,921.ì

18,578

L71,508

1,115

.S}FCS GROUP
' S.,lutir¡¡s-Oricntccl Consultin¡;
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Estimoted Revenue Shortfoll
wtth W oterfronf Dis ftnction

Bosed on budgeted progroms/services ond the
$.l0.00 per porcel rote limit, revenue will foll short of
budgeled expenditures

Estimated ue loss

Woterfront

s
$

s
s
s

s

(0.

(0.

ÑotWaterfrant

s

s
5

s
5

s

s

(0.18s8)

(0.181s)

(0.1e66)

(0.181e)

(0.1s24)

(o.17ss)

lnstitutional/ Public

acant/ Undeveloped

Residential

Open Space

mrnercial
cultural 9

g

529

253

3,24

569,961

18,658

tLz
2,745

4!,Æl
2,W

s
s

s

s

5

s

(

ta7
(3,483)s

5

$

s
s

(e6)

(2)

(10)

(4s4)

(

!,

Revenue

s
s

s

5

s

6,

(

(2zl

37n
367')
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AUESTIONS

GROUP
Oricn!(.(l ctrnsultin¡;
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